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Current Topics. 


The New Year Honours. 

So FAR As lawyers are concerned, there has been nothing 
sensational in the New Year Honours List A peerage has 
been conferred on Sir Georcre RippEtt, a leading figure in the 
newspaper world, who was at one time a practising solicitor. 
There is a growing tendency for barristers and solicitors to 
abandon their own profession for business and politics; the 
intellectual handiness of the able lawyer helps him to success in 
new fields Fifty years ago, when a_ practising barrister 
directed himself to the manufacture of guns and became Lord 
ARMSTRONG, it was felt that he had done an unusual thing 
and had achieved a record; but no one would take such a view 
to-day. Lord Reapine and Lord Fietcner Movtton, in their 
lifferent ways, have shewn that high intellectual achievement 
at the Bar does not diminish the capacity to guide and advise 
in purely business or technical transactions Another prac- 
tising solicitor has become a knight, namely, Sir GrorGEe 
Girrorp Fow er, who was admitted a solicitor forty years ago, 
and is the senior member of Fow.ter, Leca & Youne, of 
Bedford-row. Sir Georce Fow er has been for thirty years a 
member of the Kingston Bench of Justices. 


Sir Felix Cassel’s*Baronetcy. 

A WELL DESERVED reward is the baronetcy conferred on Mr, 
Fevix Casset, M.P. The new baronet took over the high and 
responsible appointment of Judge-Advocate General at a 
critical period of the war, when the execution of a popular and 
respected officer on a charge of ‘* cowardice in the face of the 
enemy,’’ generally felt to have been an unjust aspersion on a 
brave officer whose nerve had momentarily failed him, had 
caused deep discontent among officers of the New Army. It 
is not too much to say that the conscientious performance of 
his duties by the new Judge-Advocate-General restored in the 
Army that complete confidence in the good sense of courts- 
i momentarily obscured. Sir FrEw.ix 
martial officers, lawyera as 


martial which had been 
CASSEL appointed lawyers as court 
judge-advocates and lawyers to most of the higher disciplinary 
posts as they fell vacant He, or his department, insisted on 
carefully revising all sentences of general courts-martial other 
than those held in the field under conditions of urgency, and 
were not afraid to court criticism by reducing excessive 
sentence They maintained courts-martial officers and judge- 
advocates and permanent presidents of courts martial, who 
resisted disciplinary pressure and did their duty in accordance 
with the best traditions of legal impartiality, against all 
frontal attacks by dissatisfied martinets in authority. 
Against those insidious flank attacks by which military 
intrigue knows only too well how to get md of unpopular 
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officers no one can effectively protect its victims; but the 
Judge-Advocate-Genera]l and his department certainly did 
their best. Happily, right feeling and fair dealing are the 
rule among British officers and British gentlemen, so these 
flank movements against the legal discipline officers were 
neither numerous nor pushed very effectively The old 
fashioned regular on the staff accepted the réyime of lawyer 
with good temper, and gradually learned to temper discipline 
with the spirit of justice 


Ladies at the Bar. 

Two Inns or Court have now admitted to their ranks lady 
students who desire call to the Bar. The proposal formerly 
mooted of reserving one Inn or creating a new Inn for 
ladies has, therefore, broken down; but if the number of fair 
and gentle aspirants to forensic glory should increase perhaps 
it may be revived. The earliest lady advocate known to the 
muse of history. we believe, is Hortrensia, daughter of the 
vreat. Roman lawyer-orator Horrensius, the friend of Cato 
and Cicero. When the Triumvirate of Antony, Lepipvus, and 
(JOTAVIAN reve nged the death of Caesar by a proscription of the 
leading male members of the Optimates, or aristocratic party, 
and imposed a levy on the capital of the rest, the ladies of 
tome protested indignantly against this ‘‘ levy on capital.”’ 
They objected, at any rate, to its imposition on members of 
their sex, who claimed immunity at once from military 
service and a levy to reduce war burdens. They appeared 
before the bar of the Triumvirs in the Forum to advocate 
HlortTEeENSIA acted as advocate, and shewed much 


their cause 
of her father’s fiery eloquence. She was not wholly successful, 
but public opinion was on her side, and the Triumvirate 
shortly afterwards conceded a reduction of the levy 


Audience of Counsel! and Solicitors 

THE RECENT tendency to exclude counsel and solicitors from 
the right of appearing for clients before new statutory courts, 
such as the Industrial Courts set up by the Industrial Courts 
Bill, has been causing grave anxiety to both branches of 
the profession. The General Council of the Bar gave it their 
careful consideration in connection with the following Bills 
Acquisition of Land Bill; Hours of Employment Bill; Indus 
trial Courts Bill: Minimum Rates of Wages Commission Bill; 
and Public House Improvement Bill. The Council have 
taken steps with a view to opposing, and if possible amending, 
the provisions in these Bills limiting the rights of Audience of 
Counsel and Solicitors, which in the opinion of the Council were 
injurious, not only to the legal profession, but to the interests 
of the public Such provisions deprive the public of the 
advantage of skilled advocates whose conduct is regulated by 
the rules and traditions of the profession. But it is evident 
that a serious attempt is being made to exclude counsel and 
licitors, ¢.g., at the hearing of trade disputes and arbitra 
tions, so that any person may act as an advocate provided he 


} 


not a barrister or solicitor 

Bar Council’s Recommendations for Demobilized 
Barristers. 

Tue Bar Councit has done what it can—alas! not very 
much—to protect the interests of demobilized barristers. 
Many of these, especially the older men, have returned from 
serving their country to find themselves forgotten and their 
practices gone. This does not usually affect men with connec- 
tions among firms of solicitors and financial bodies, and with 
well-established practices The man who is hit is the man 
who, destitute of connections, has gradually, by devilling and 
hard work, gained a few'clients and built up a small but grow- 
ing practice. Too often it is gone, and the practitioner is too 
old to start again. To meet such hard cases, and they are 
legion, the Bar Council has taken two steps. It appointed a 
committee to consider the matter, and on the recommendation 
of this committee a register has been kept at the Council’s 
offices of demobilized barristers applying for appointments. 
Information as to appointments falling vacant from time to 
time has been communicated to the applicants, with the result 








that a considerable number of temporary posts have been filled 
and some permanent appointments made. The committee 
received a proposal that in the exceptional circumstances 
arising out of the war, a jist of barristers who had been de- 
mobilized and were desirous of resuming their practice should 
be prepared and circulated among solicitors. Before adopting 
the suggestion it was considered advisable that a conference 
should be held between the committee and the Law Society, 
who expressed their sympathy with the proposal and their 
willingness to co-operate with the Bar Council. A: list’ was 
accordingly prepared and printed by the Council, and circu- 
lated by the Law Society to all its members. The Council have 
expressed their cordial thanks to the Law Society for their 
ready co-operation in this matter. 


The Bar and Public Service. 

ANOTHER UNPRECEDENTED step of less certain wisdom was 
taken by the Bar Council last vacation. It was connected 
with the urgent danger of a national strike. In August last 
the chairman had his attention called to the question of 
circularizing the members of the Bar, in the same way as the 
Law Society and other societies and professions were doing, to 
help in the organization of volunteers to maintain the London 
public services in the event of an emergency. Owing to the 
Vacation, and the impossibility of calling a meeting of the 
Council or the executive committee, the chairman took the 
responsibility of signing a covering letter inviting members of 
the Bar to fill up the form which was sent to all barristers 
called since 1894, a date selected with the view of confining 
the circular to barristers under the age of fifty years. The 
Council subsequently approved and adopted the action of the 
chairman. In response to the invitation a number of bar- 
ris‘ers volunteered their services, which were in many cases 
utilized by the Government during the railway strike in 


September 


Barristers and Solicitors. 

From TIME TO TIME differences arise between the two 
branches of the legal profession, or rather, between individual! 
members thereof, as regards their respective rights. A method 
of compromising those differences has been in existence for 
some time, and in their Annual Report for 1919 the Bar 
Council again call the attention of counsel to it. The Council 
reminds the profession that the chairman of the Council is 
prepared in conjunction with the president of the Law Society 
to undertake the settlement of differences which may arise 
between the two branches of the profession. Before the matter 
is entertained the parties in dispute are required to sign the 
following memorandum: ‘‘ We the undersigned hereby testify 
our consent to leave the matter in dispute between us to be 
settled by the chairman of the General Council of the Bar, or 
some member of that Council to be named by him, and the 
president of the Law Society, or some member of the Council of 
that society to be named by him, as they think fit, and to 
abide by their decision.’’ This method of settlement was 
originally adopted at the suggestion of the Law Society, and 
has on many occasions been of service to the parties. The 
Soticrrors’ Journat has supported it in previous notices of 
the practice, and is pleased to do so again. 


Counsel’s Fees. 

ANnoTHER CoMMITTEE appointed by the Bar Council has been 
considering the question of obtaining some increase in the 
minimum fees payable at sessions, corresponding to the recent 
increase conceded in respect of solicitors’ costs. The following 
recommendations have been made by this Committee and 
adopted by the Council : - 

1. That quarter session fees on court briefs should be 


increased. 
2. That every circuit junior be asked to push this recom- 


mendation. 
3. That the proper authorities should be asked to raise 
the fee payable in respect of Poor Prisoners under the 


Poor Prisoners’ Defence Act. 
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All these recommendations are necessary and very moderate. 
But whether anything will be done by the authorities con- 
cerned is very doubtful. We live in an era of ‘‘ economy,’’ 
and barristers are not a popular class. The Council also made 
a complaint as to the fees of counsel in County Courts 
The Lord Chancellor has promised that this will be considered 
by the County Courts Rule Committee. 


The New Rent Restriction Act 

Tae Latest Rent Restriction Act came into force on Christ 
mas Eve. It was introduced into the House of Lords on 
19th December and passed into law after hurried readings in 
both Houses. The result is that the Act is law before the 
public at large or even the learned magistrates who administer 
the law have had time to master its contents. One learned 
metropolitan police magistrate, it is reported in the public 
Press, has refused to proceed with a case arising under this 
latest of the statutes until he can obtain a copy of the Act 
The King’s printers are hurrying to supply the demand, but 
they cannot be expected to achieve impossibilities. * The moral 
is that legislation should be less hurried—even so-called emer 
gency legislation. At common law no statute which altered 
the law was binding until notice of its provisions had been 
given to all the King’s subjects. Reasonable notice appears 
to have been necessary. Nowadays the issue of a copy by the 
King’s printers is all the notice the public receives. This 
over-hasty legislation is very nearly as bad on grounds of prin 
ciple as retrospective legislation 


Provisions of the New Act 
So FaR aS WE have been able to ascertain, the object of the 
new Act is twofold. It assimilates the position of landlords 
who acquired possession of small dwelling-houses after 30th 
September, 1917, to that of those who acquired it before that 
date. Or, rather, it gives the tenant the same protection 
against both. And in the second place, it does something to 
restrict the operations of profiteers who have been making 
large sums out of the letting of furnished houses and the 
reception of lodgers. As regards the position of landlords, the 
result of the recent. Act, as we understand it, is that a land 
lord of a dwelling-house to which the Rent Restriction Act 
applies, whether he acquired before the crucial date in 1917 o1 
has purchased the house since, cannot obtain an order for the 
eviction of the tenant unless either 
1. The tenant makes default in payment of the rent 
and performance of the covenants. or 
2. The tenant commits waste or is a nuisance or causes 
annoyance to neighbours, etc. 
3. The tenant sublets the house or takes in lodgers and 
makes what the court considers unreasonable profits ; or 
4. The landlord reasonably requires the house for occu 
pation by himself or a tenant of his or an employee of his, 
and there is alternative accommodation available for the 
dispossessei tenant. In this latter case, of course, the 
reasonably 


court has a “‘ discretion,’’ and must be 


satisfied .’’ 


The Need of Codification 

So soon as the new Act is available we intend to print an 
article describing in detail the new statutory tenancy this 
creates ; as it is we must hold it over. The time has obviously 
come when some sort of codification of the new statutory pro 
visions relating to dwelling-houses ought to take place; the 
lawyer and layman and magistrate should not be left to find 
his law in half-a-dozen different Acts. It is reasonably clear 
that when these Emergency Rent Restriction Acts expire on 
Lady Day, 1921, steps will have to be taken to extend them, in 
part, at any rate, and probably sone codification and simplifi 
cation will then be attempted. 


The Statement of Rates Act, 1919. 

AT THE request of several correspondents we commence this 
week a short series of two or three articles discussing difficul- 
ties in the Statement of Rates Act, 1919. The principal diffi 








culty of the statute, we fancy, is to ascertain the class of tene 
ments to which it applies. Our contributor gives six classes o/ 
case, as regards two of which he feels some doubt; but those 
two seldom occur in practice. The general principle of the Act, 
he points out, is that it does not apply to mere private bargains 
between landlord and tenant by which the landlord pays the 
rates ; it applies only to cases in which the rating of the owner 
instead of the occupier is contemplated and sanctioned by 
some statute Difficulty has been found by persons in obtain 
ing a copy of the statute. The King’s printers may have 
found difficulties in meeting the demand. As a matter of fact, 
the So_icitors’ JOURNAL printed the statute (9 Geo. V., cap 
31) in its issue of 16th August. The statute there appears in 
full in its proper order among the other Public Acts of 1919 
It received the Royal Assent on 22nd July, 1919, and came 
into force on New Year's Day, 1920 Perhaps we may be 
permitted to remind our readers that the Soiicrrors’ Journal 
publishes each year a complete set of statutes (subject only to 
the elimination of common form matter appearing each yea 
in annual statutes, and other superfluous matter of no use to 
the ordinary practitioner), which appear so soon as practic 
able after the passing of the Act. These statutes are separately 
paged and printed, so that they can be bound together and 
usd in court We also comment on the more important and 
useful enactments in ‘‘ Current Topics ’’ as they appear, and 
devote articles or series of articles to the careful consideration 
of those which are at ai revolutionary in their effect upon the 
work of the average practitione: 


The Report of the Land Transfer 


Committee. 
I] 


Part IL. of the Report deals with ‘‘ The Existing Law of Real 
Property and its proposed Amendments.’’ It is easy, of 
course, to charge the present law of real property—as Mr 
UNDERHILL does in the pamphlet to which we referred last 
week, and on which the Report is mainly founded, with being 





cumbrous, archaic, and expensive,’’ and yet it has had a 
great history, and the charge requires consideration, more than 
we can here give to it As real property law existed in 1833, 
it was the resultant of many centuries of social unrest,’’ of 
the success of the courts in defeating the intentions of Parlia 
ment, and of the skilled ingenuity of conveyancers Founded 
though it was on feudalism, the practical conse juences of that 
system had long disappeared save for such minot incident 
as remained, and stijl remain, in escheat and manorial rights 
The chivalrous side of feudalism lasted for little more than a 
century after the Conquest In Bracton’s day military se 
vice had already become commuted for the much more con 
venient money service A century before Lirr.Leton the mih 
tary system had ceased to exist. But some of its valuable 
incidents, such as marriages and wardships, remained, and to 
protect these the statute Yura Hmptores was pa ed in 1290 
Incidentally, it put an end to the creation of new manors, and 
affirmed the right of free alienation 

The introduction of estates tail by the statute De Donis 
Conditionalibus in 1285 had nothing to do with the feudal 
system It was only a legi lative sanction for the desire to 
preserve land in families; an insistence on the principle that 
the ‘‘ estate ’’ of the granter under a grant of land by charte: 
or deed should follow strictly the words of limitation which 
defined it And as “‘ e tates” ’ came to be the speci il province 
of the conveyancer, there arose the rules of law under which 
the fee simple could be carved out into particular and future 
estates, with all the technicalities attending vested and contin 
gent remainders. ‘‘ Thus,’’ it has been said, were estab 
lished the first elements of that wonderful calculus of estates 
which even in our own day is perhaps the most distinctive 
feature of English private law ’’ (Pottock and MAITLAND, 
Hist. of Eng. Law, IIT., p. ll). The courts, by the fictitious 
proceedings of fines and recoveries, rendered the estate tail 
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destructible, but this by no means militated against such 
estates being essential elements in conveyancing. Then came 
the separation of the ‘‘ use ’’ from the legal estate and its 
protection by equity, and the Statute of Uses (1535)—‘** the 
keystone,’’ as JosuHua WILLiaAMs said, “‘ of all modern convey- 
ancing ‘’——which, instead, as was intended, of putting an 
end to this separation, only affirmed it As used by convey- 
ancers and applied by the courts, it placed on a firm basis the 
distinction between legal and equitable estates; and at the 
same time, by allowing the legal estate to follow springing and 
shifting uses gave to the law of real property an elasticity 
which its founders had never dreamt of. ¥ . 

Concurrently with the above development of freehold 
estates, there arose a new form of tenure—leases for years 
which had no connection with the feudal system, but which 
served economic purposes and was destined ‘to regulate in all 
ordinary cases the relation between owner and occupier of land. 
Originally founded only on contract, the relation of landlord 
and tenant is, indeed, still properly described as one of con- 
tract, it received Parliamentary sanction, and when the lessee 
came to be protected in his holding by statute (Statute of 
Gloucester, 1278, 21 Hen. 8, c. 15 (1529)), his interest was 
placed on the same level as other interests in land, and was 
described as a leasehold estate. But for reasons which are 
still matter for speculation, it was deemed to be personalty, 
so as to devolve in case of intestacy on the executor or admin- 
istrator, and not, like freehold estates of inheritance, on the 
heir at law; and this has had a fundamental influence on other 
legal incidents of leasehold estates. Thus, they are outside 
the Statute of Uses and cannot at law be made the subject of 
successive interests by settlement inter vivos. On the other 
hand, owing to their comparatively modern origin, the action 
of ejectment, which was the lessee’s remedy for recovering pos- 
session, was more expeditious and convenient than the assize 
of novel disseisin and other real actions, which were the free- 
holder’s appropriate remedy; and by means of fictions, it 
became the usual remedy for the freeholder as well. The 
system of real property law was completed by the Statute of 
Wills (1541), which made lands fieely devisable, and under 
which a new kind of future legal interest was allowed to be 
created——-namely, executory devises—in both freehold and 
leasehold estate. , 

With the Statute of Uses and the Statute of Wills the 
interference of the Legislature with real property law ceased 
for some three centuries, save for the formal abolition of the 
tenure by knight service with its incidents by stat. 12 Car. 2, 
c. 24 (1660). About the same time the strict settlement of 
land was invented by Sir OrLtanpo Bripceman in a form 
similar to that still in use, and further developments of the 
law were due to the decisions of the Court of Chancery as 
regards equitable estates and to the practice of conveyancers 
Finally, at the end of the thirteenth and the beginning of the 
nineteenth century the system attained to wonderful coherency 
and clearness of expression in the works of men like TEARNE, 
Harorave, Preston, and Butter. But in attaining to the 
rank of an exact science, conveyancing had become separated 
from the practical necessities of mankind. The time of its 
greatest literary glory was followed quickly by its downfall. 
The old real action, which had long been almost obsolete, was 
swept away by the Real Property Limitation Act, 1833. 
Fines and recoveries, by which conveyances by married women 
and the barring of estates tail had been effected, were replaced 
by simple methods by the Fines and Recoveries Act of the 
same year. A few years later ordinary forms of conveyances 
were revolutionized by the Real Property Act, 1845. Efforts 
to save contingent remainders from destruction were made, 
too, by this Act, and by the Contingent Remainders Act, 
1877 ; steps were taken—concluding, as regards these earlier 
attempts, with the Settled Estates Act, 1877—to make settled 
land saleable; and some of the chief causes of expense in the 
sale of land were removed by the Vendor and Purchaser Act, 
1874. When to these we add the attempts in the Land 
Registry Act, 1862, and the Land Transfer Act, 1875, to 
facilitate the transfer of land by registration of title, we see 
that the reform of real property law proceeded almost con- 


tinuously after 1833. A still greater effort was made to sim- 
plify conveyancing by the Conveyancing Act, 1881, followed 
by the amending Acts down to 1911; and the Settled Land 
Acts, 1882 to 1890, were intended to confer upon tenants for 
life unfettered power of sale over the settled land. In fact, 
they have been a fertile source of litigation. 
| And now, in spite of a century of reform, we are told by 
Mr. Unperuiit that the law of real property is ‘‘ cumbrous, 
| archaic, and expensive,’’ and the Land Transfer Committee 
| give a facile assent : 

“ Mr. Unperuitt’s pamphlet clearly demonstrates that, in spits 
of such Acts as the Settled Land Acts of 1882-1890, which hav: 
freed settled land from some of the shackles imposed by previous 
generations, the existing law of Real Property is still based on a 
system which is no longer applicable to the needs of to-day, and 
which is so complex that the transfer of land can only be safely 
dealt with by an expert in this branch of the law.”’ 

Accordingly, the Committee proceed to adopt Mr. Unper- 
HILL’s proposals in the following terms :— 

23. After full consideration of the proposals covtained im M1 
UNDERHILL’s pamphlet, and of the Preliminary Report of our Sub 
Committee, we agreed unanimously that the existing .aw of real 
property is archaic and unnecessarily complicated, that no great 
improvement in the existing systems of transfer of land, whether 
registered or unregistered, can be effected until the law of real 
property has been radicatly simplified; and, lastly, that, as it is 
obviously impossible to repeal the whole of the existing law oi 
real property and to impose a new code, Mr. UNDERHILL’s pro 
posal (with the amendments proposed by our Sub-Committee) offer 
the best and simplest remedy to effect the required simplification 
with as little disturbance as possible.”’ 

Hence Mr. Cuerry’s Bill, to which we referred last week, 
was prepared at the request of the Committee with a view 
to carrying out Mr. UnDERHILL’s proposals with some further 
amendments of the law of Real Property. The Sub-Com- 
mittee, we should say, consisted of Mr. UNpeRHILL himself, Sir 
CLaup Scuuster, Sir WALTER Trower, Mr. A. E. RvussELt, 
and Mr. Atrrep TopHamM. 

In the space left at our disposal this week we can only 
briefly indicate the main principles of Mr. Cuerry’s Bill as 
stated in the Report. It follows that they are the principles 
of Mr. UNDERHILL’s pamphlet :— 

(a) Copyholds will be compulsorily enfranchised and will 
become freehold. Freeholds, including the copyholds thus 
enfranchised, will be held at law only for an estate in fee 
simple, being called freehold estates in fee simple, but they 
will have all the incidents of chattels real. 

(b) The only legal estates allowed will be (i) freehold estates 
in fee simple ; (ii) terms of years absolute ; (ii) the like estate 
or term in mines and minerals, or the surface separately ; (iv) 
a perpetual rent charge in possession on reversion ; (v) a rent 
charge for a term of years absolute ; (vi) an easement, etc., for 
a like estate or term ; (vii) a charge secured by a term of years 
absolute. 

(c) The above are the only interests which will affect a pur- 
chaser. All other interests will be placed ‘‘ behind a curtain 
consisting of either a trust for sale or a settlement ”’ ; and the 
equitable doctrine of notice of trusts will be abolished. 

(d) Mortgages will be created only by the creation of long 
terms; on foreclosure or sale the term will be automatically 
converted into the fee simple. a 

(e) In order to avoid the expense incident to tenancies in 
common, land so held will be vested in trustees for sale, and 





the Partition Acts will be repealed. . 
(f) The entire fee simple or term in settled land will be 
vested from time to time in the tenant for life by an instru- 
ment which will show (i) that he has the statutory powers of 
a tenant for life, with any extended powers conferred by the 
settlement ; (ii) who are the trustees for the purposes of the 
Settled Land Acts. The settlement itself wili be kept off the 


title. 





— 


Apart from the abolition of copyholds—as regards which the 
law is undoubtedly ‘‘ archaic ’’—these proposals mainly con- 
cern purchasers. They do not touch the intricacies of the 
equitable interests which will still exist behind the ‘‘ cur 
tain’; and it may be that the difficulties of real property 
law will be substantially untouched. Indeed, so far from its 
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ceasing to be archaic, we gather that it is proposed to extend 
the principle of the statute De Donis Conditionalibus by 
enabling personal estates to be entailed. However, it must be 
sufficient at present to give the above summary of the pro 
posed changes. But surely under the proposed system the 
term ‘‘ freehold estate in fee simple ’’ will be misleading and 
anomalous. Why not go direct to the point and call it abso 
lute ownership? We gather from Mr. Curerry’s memoran 
dum (Appendix IV.) that the Statute of Uses will be repealed 

( Tt i¢ d.) 


he conti 


The Statement of Rates Act, 1919 
I.—The Application of the Statute, 


Mucu confusion has arisen as to the meaning and effect of the 
Statement of Rates Act, 1919. 
to the exceedingly loose and vague 
which uses terms without defining them 
described as a definition clause in the marginal rubric, but it 
; and 


anguage of the statute, 


Section 4 indeed, 1s 


only says that ‘‘ demand for rent 
to include ‘‘ rent-books, rent-cards, and any document 
for the notification ’’ o1 collection ’’ of rent due or for 

acknowledgment of the receipt of the same.’’ The Act 
ought to be easy to construe as—in addition to the provision 
in section 2 just mentioned, a penalty clause (section 3), and 


used 


contains only one operative sec 


a short title, &c., clause— it 
tion divided into one sub-section of medium size, and another 
which is very short. But, unfortunately, it does not make clear 
face of the the exact which it 
applies. This has to be ascertained by a process of inference 
and conjecture based on general knowledge of the legal posi 


on the section premises to 


tion. 

Now the object of the statute is plain 
ing modern practice of letting houses out in tenements or of 
constructing flats, in both of which cases it is usual to charge 


Owing to the grow 


an inclusive rental, covering not only the annual value of the 


premises and the cost of repairs, as all normal house-rentals do, 
but also the charges for a caretaker’s services and the 
of the it often happens that the householder does 
not pay in person the rates demanded by the local authority 
The landlord pays them, and, of course, fixes his rent at such 

The 


amount 


local rate Ss 


an amount as reimburses him for any rise in the rates 
tenant, therefore, has no direct experience of the increased 
burden which falls on property by any local extravagance 
His burden is roundabout 


resulting in increased rates and 
He seldom 


indirect, and he may escape it altogether 
nects the rise in rents with the increase of rates; 
more likely to put it down to ‘‘ profiteering ’’ on the part of 
his landlord. Yet the tenant is usually the local elector, and 
as such helps to dictate the policy which results in economy 
fall or a rates. The lack of 
Occupiers take little 
To remedy this, 


con 


he is much 


and extravagance, in a rise of 
responsibility is in practice disastrous. 

interest in local elections or local economy 
it has long been advocated by earnest municipal economists 
that the occupier should either be assessed in all cases, or at 
any rate, should have the exact amount of the rates, as part 
of his rental, brought constantly to his notice. One of the 
objects of the statute, undoubtedly, was to effect this policy. 
Another object, of course, was to let the tenant know the 
that he can see whether of not any 
Rent Restriction Acts allow the land 


exact increase of rates so 
increased rent which the 
lord to charge ip respect of increased rates has been correctly 
computed. 

Unfortunately for the 
of these objects, the statute does not apply to a// cases in which 


the landiord pays rates instead of the occupier. It only 
-ases in which he does so under some statutory 


uccessful carrying out of the first 


applies to those ¢ 
enactment, and not apparently to the very large class of cases 
in which he does so as the result of a free bargain with the 
tenant. Here are the words of the statute, so far as relevant 


This confusion is chiefly due 


receipt for rent’’ are 


a ek From and after the date hereinafter named [1st Jat ar 
1920) any document containing a demand for rent or receipt for 
rent which includes any im for rafes paid payable inder | 








he occupier, shail 


any statutory enactment by the owner instead of 
monthly or weekly 


state either the annual, half-yearly, quarterly 


amount of such rates paid or payable in accordance with the Act 

demands received by the owner from the rat authorities at the 

time ! making s demand and giving O18 receipt in reapect of the 

iitament in ke 

I vided that whe such a é is required by thus 

is been furmshed in connection with a demand for rent 

pt for rer respect of a particular period, it shall not be 

cessary to furnish e statement upon any subsequent demand fot 
elpt tor in respect of that penod 

1 (2). T Act shall upply to weekly lettings at inclusiy 

narket ¢ blished under and controlled by statute.”’ 


From the words we have italicised it is reasonably clear, we 
think, that the new Act only applies where the landlord ts 
; statute to pay the rates, and not where he 
so as a matter of private treaty. True, the wider con- 
The clause might be read as referring 


cd by some 
doe 
struction 1s possible 
to two separate cases, where 

(1) Rates are in fact paid by the owner, and 

(2) Where rates are payable by him under some statutory 


enactment 


In other words, under some statutory enactment ’”’ 
might qualify only payable ’’ and not ‘ paid,’”’ But 
this is a forced and unreal construction Until some court 
pushes logic to the fine point of creating such an alterna- 


tive division, we consider it best to assume that the statute con- 
templates only one case, that in which the landlord has paid 
or must pay the rates by compu/sion of statute. The question 
then arises to what cases this applies. 

We may eliminate, at once, of course, all cases of 
rents, 


” 


‘ chief 
peppercorn quit ”’ 
secks,’’ and so forth: to them 

We may eliminate also all 


rents, ‘‘ ground rents, 


rents, rent charges,’’ rent 
the statute has no application 
of furnished lodgings, or indeed any lodgings not amount- 
ing to a tenancy. We may also eliminate all cases in which 
the landlord, by private bargain, pays the rates. What, then, 
are the cases which remain and to which the statute applies ? 
The Acts, 59 Geo. 3, c. 12 and 13 & 14 Vict. ec. 99, 
originally created a system of compound householders,’’ or 
mall tenements in which the landlord paid the rates instead 
of the occupier These Parliamentary 
hore ighs bv ‘the Reform Act ot 1867. but restored by the 
Pe Rate Assessment and Collection Act, 1869, which ex- 
tended to the whole of England and Wales. This well-known 
statute applies to tenements and dwelling-houses where the 
rate ible value does not exceed £20 in the Metropolis and 
enables the owner and 


case 


repealed in 


were 


various other amounts elsewhere It 
the rating authority to enter into an agreement whereby the 
f any such tenement undertakes to pay the rates for 
the whole year u hether or no ujned, He 
1 reduction not exceeding 25 per cent. if he so agrees, In 


owner oO 
f the premises are oc 


get 
such a case he appears in the rate book as the person rated and 
undertakes the legal liability But if no such agreement is 
entered into, then the rating authority can make an order 


that the owners of all relevant property shall be assessed the 
poor rate instead of the occupier, in which case they allow to 
the owner an abatement of 15 per cent. on the amount of the 
rates due for the period of actual occupation Here, again, 
a further agreement between owner and rating authority may 
provide that the owner is to pay the rates for a year whether 
or not the premises are occupied, in which case he gets a 
xceeding 15 per cent (Ihidem, section 


further reduction not e 


t) 


Now our view is that the cases created by this section of the 


Poor Rate Assessment and Collection Act, 1869, are the main 
cases contemplated by the present enactment They are 


obviously three in numbe1 
(1) (Cases where a genera! order ot 
extends to all owner 
ibove) the system of rating 
In such cases owners pay 15 per cent of the rates actually 
they do not 


the rating authority 
of small tenements (values as stated 


owners instead of occupiers. 


due in respect of the periods of occupation 
rates for the unoccupied period 


where the general order of the rating autho- 
tatutory agree- 


pay 
2) Case 


rity t« 


the hove eff ipple mente | by 
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meut in which the owner pays rates for a year, occupa- 
tion or no occupation, and gets a reduction of 30 per cent. 

(3) Cases where no such general order has been made, 
but where the owner and rating authority enters into a 
statutory agreement that the former shall pay a year’s 
rates, premises occupied or not occupied, and obtain in 
return a reduction of 25 per cent. 

in the first case, it is submitted, the rates are ‘‘ payable ”’ 
under “' statutory enactment,’’ since the order of the rating 
authority is given statutory force by the Act. In the third 
case the rates are ‘‘ paid,’’ but not ‘‘ payable,’’ under “‘ statu- 
tory enactment,’’ since in the absence of a general order of 
the rating authority the owner cannot be compelled to pay 
the rates instead of the occupier, but does so voluntarily 
under an agreement contemplated by “ statutory enactment.’’ 
[n the second case the rates are, as to part ‘‘ payable,’’ and as 
to part “‘ paid’’ only, under “ statutory enactment,’’ since 
the owner is in fact acting partially under compulsion of law 
ind partly under a voluntary agreement. But all three cases 
must be sharply distinguished from the case of tenancies over 
the statutory value ; in such cases payment by the owner instead 
of the occupier is not ‘‘ under statutory enactment.’’ There- 
fore, if our view of the section be correct, the statute does 
not apply to those latter classes of cases. 

But the cases just discussed, arising under the Poor Rate 
Assessment and Collection Act, 1869, are not the only ones in 
which an owner may pay rates ‘‘ under statutory enactment ’’ 
instead of the occupier 
the district rate, under the provisions of the Public Health 
Act of 1875, s. 211, is assessed on the owner instead of 
the occupier. This applies only in urban districts, not rural 


ireas, and the owner is again rated at a reduced estimate of | 


the annual value. This class of case is familiar, and needs no 
discussion as it seems to come under the Act. 

Again, under section 72 of the General Waterworks Act, 
1848, the owner of dwelling-houses, the annual value of which 
loes not exceed £10, are rated instead of the occupiers to 
the payment of water-rates. Here, again, the statute clearly 

In the case of sewers-rate, too, the Commissioner of 
can assess the landlord or the tenants at their discre 
tion; but such cases are rare, and seldom apply to dwelling 
Lastly, private improvement rates, under the Public 
Health Acts, are sometimes chargeable on the owners instead 
of a general or special expense rate on the occupier. These 
ses would Lppeal also to come within the ambit of the 
present Act, but it would be useless to contend that the matter 
There may also be some excep- 
tional cases in which a private Act of Parliament has regu 
lated the liability for rates in some unusual manner. casting 
When that is so, 


would be bound to observe the provisions of the 


applies 


Sewer 


OusesS 


wholly free from doubt 


t on the owners instead of the occupiers. 
these ownel 
present Act 

The result of our investigations, then, is that the owner 
vho pays rates does not include an owner who pays by agree- 
ment with his tenant, but only an owner who is assessed to 
the rates by the rating authority, sometimes by agreement and 
sometimes by operation of law, in one or other of the fol- 
OWING cases 

(1) Poor rates (and rates levied with the poor rate), where 
the owner of a small tenement is assessed by order of the rating 
authority or by agreement with it, under the Poor Rate Assess 
ment and Collection Act. 1869 

(2) District rates, where the owner is assessed under sec 
tion 211 of the Public Health Act 

(3) Water 
annual value. 


rates, under 


where premises are 10 pounds 

(4) Private improvement rates, under sections 213 and 214 
of the Public Health Act, 1875, levied on the owner instead 
f the occupier. (This case is very doubtful, and can scarcely 
arise in practice, as the owner is only rated in respect of un- 
occupied periods. ) : 

(5) Rates levied under the statute of sewers and charged 
on the owner instead of the occu pier (also very doubtful). 


A second class consists of cases where | 
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(6) Rates levied on owner instead of the occupier under any 
special or private Act. 

In a later article we will go on to discuss the position as 
regards certain other public burdens which might be contended 
to be rates within the meaning of the Act, and will also discuss 
some other questions arising under tie Act. 





Books o1 the Week. 


The League of Nations,—By the Rt. Hon. Sir Freperick 
Pottock, Bart., Barrister-at-Law, D.C.L., LL.D. Stevens & Sons 
(Limited). 10s. 


nsurancoec.—Insurance Law. By Sanrorp D. Cork, Solicitor. 


I 
Eftingham Wilson. 
History.— History of Roman Private Law. Part 3. Regal 
Period. By E. C.Ctark, LL.D. Cambridge University Press. 21s. 


Selden Society. — Select Cases before the King’s Council, 
1243-1482. Edited by I. S. Leapnam and J. F. Batpwiy. The 
Selden Society. 


New Orders, &c. 


Board of Trade Orders. 
PROFITEERING ACT REGULATIONS, 1919. 

Whereas by the Proftiteering Act, 1919 (hereinafter referred to as the 
Act), certain powers are conferred on the Board of Trade with a view 
to the checking of profiteering : La 

And whereas under Section 2 of the Act the Board of Trade are 
empowered to authorize Local Authorities to establish Local Committees 
and to delegate to those committees any or all of the powers of the 
Board under the Act in r ot of any articles or classes of articles or 
sales (except the power of the Board to fix prices), and to make regula 
tions and give directions as to the constitution, powers and procedure 
of committees so established : 

And whereas certain Local Authorities in Ireland may deem is expe 
dient to join in establishing a Jpint Local Committee : 

Now, therefore, the Board of Trade, in the exercise of the above 
recited powers, do hereby make the regulations and give the directions 
set out in the Schedule hereto as to the constitution, powers and pro 


| cedure of such Joint Local Committees as may be estabiished by Locai 


Authorities in Ireland with the consent of the Board of Trade 


SCHEDULE. 


ReceutatTions vor Jownt Loca Committees anp AppEAL TRIBUNALS 
ESTABLISHED UNDER THE PROFITEERING Act, 1919, in IRELAND. 
DEFINITIONS. 

In these Regulations, unless the context otherwise requires : 

The Act ’’ means the Profiteering Act, 1919. 

‘*Local Authority ’’ means such of the following authorities as the 
Board of Trade shall severally authorize to join in establishing a Joint 
Local Committee, namely : the Council of a Borough or other Urbap 
District, including a County Borough and the Council of a Rura 
Thstrict. 

‘* Joint ‘Local Committee ’’ means any Joint Local Committee appointed 
by the Local Authorities under these regulations, or any Sub-Com 
mittee or Special Sub-Committee appointed by the Joint Local Com 
mittee, and consisting of members of the Joint Local Committee. 

‘* Appeal Tribunal’ means any Appeal Tribunal established by the 
Board of Trade under the Act, or any Committee of such Appeal Tr 
bunal appointed by the Appeal Tribunal, and consisting of member 
of ‘the Appeal Tribunal. 

‘* Prescribed '’ means prescribed by the Board of Trade 

Other words or expression which are defined by the Act have the 


same meaning as in the Act 


PART I 
Constitution oF Locar CoMMITTEES 


1. The Local Authorities may appoint a Joint Local Committee und: 
the Act. consisting of not less than seven and not more than twenty 
five members, to act for the districts of the Local Authorities. The 
number of members to be appointed by each Local Authority shall be 
determiped by agreement between them, or in default of such agreement 
by the Board of Trade. 

2. If the Local Authorities are of opinion that additional members 
of the Joint Local Committee are necessary, and shall agree as to the 
numiber each should appoint, the additional number so agreed upot 
may be appointed, so, however, that there shall not at any time be 
more than twenty-five members. In any case in which the Local Autho- 
rities are of opinion that it is desirable in order to secure the due 
administration of the Act so to do, the Local Authorities may by 





agreement revoke the appointment of any member. In the event of 
| a vacancy being caused by the death, retirement or removal of any 





mittes 
time 
Board 
16 
Comm 
of op 
or din 


it enn 











Jan, 10 1020 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER 


auy , wey zs Sele age 
° member, suc ' i 
2u 
1 as 
ided 
cuss 


of these 
he Appeal 
Joint Local 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


33. As soon as may be after receiv ing a notice of appeal the Appeal 
Cribunal shall fix a date for the hearing of the appeal, and at least 
three days before the date fixed the Appeal Tribunal shall send to the 
parties to the eal and to the Joint Local Committee whose decision 
s the subject of the appeal, notice in writing of the date and place 
hixed for the of the appeal 

3H. On the : f the appeal, the Appeal Tribunal may dismiss 
the ipypr al, and ¢ itirm the decision of the Joint Local Committee, o1 
may vary the decision as to them seems just, and may declare the price 
vhi h wo yield a reasonable pront and require the seller to repay 
o the ! nant any amount paid by the complainant in excess of 
uch price [he Appeal Tribunal may also, if they think fit, take 
proceedings against the seller in a court of summary jurisdiction 

45. The de i f the Appeal Tribunal shall be forthwith com 
municated in wt gy to the parti to D appeal ind to the Joint 
Local Comn nst hose decision the ay peal has been made 

decisi f the Appeal Tribunal on each appea 
ippeals to be kept for the purpose 


ORDER OF THE BOARD OF TRADE UNDER THE PROFITEEK 
ING ACT, 1919 

Wherea Section 1 of the. Profiteert Act 1919, provides that the 
Act may be app ied by Order of the Board of Trade to any article or 
class of articles declared by the Order to be one or one of a kind in 
common use by the public, or being material, machinery or acces 
sories used in the production of such articles, but that the Act shall 
not apply to any articles which are from time to time declared to be 
ontrolled articles 

Now, therefore, the Board of Tra le do hereby declare that the articles 
or class of articles set out in the Schedule annexed hereto are articles 
of a kind in common use by the publi ind are articles which are not 
controlled, and do hereby order that the Profiteering Act, 1919, shall 
apply to each and every article or class of articles contained in the 
Schedule to this Order 

This Order shall come into force forthwith, and may be cited as 
the Profiteering Act, 1919, Order (No. 4) 

Dated this 20th da of December, 1919 


SCHEDULE 
K. Hay and Straw 
L. All Stoves, Grate ul Range 
M. Quinine Sulphate 
N Boot Protectors of any Material 


Societies. 


The Law Society. 


Lhe first term, 1920, will commence on the 15th instant, on which 
und the following day the principal will be in his room for the pur 
pose of seeing students who wish to consult him upon their work. 
Lectures and classes will commence on Monday, the 19th instant 
Che subjects dealt with will be, for final students i) Equity (the 
principal), Crimin Law and Divorce Dr. Burgin), and 
Negotiable Instrument Mr. McNair); and for intermediate students, 

) Public Rights (Mr. Formoy), (ii) Civil Injuries (Mr. Danckwerts), 
and (ii) Outline of Accounts and Bookkeeping (Mr. Dicksee Phe 
ourse on Jurisprudence, commenced last term, will be continued, and 
a New course on Roman Law will be commenced. both courses being 
for the Intermediate LL.D examination Mr. Danckwerts will hold 
classes on Elementary Equity for students enrolled under the exemp 
tion order 


All students wh« propose to ittend lectures and classes during the 
term are requested to assemble in Room A, at 4.15 p.m., on Monday 
19th January. The chairman of the Legal Education Committee, Mr. 
J. W. Budd, who will preside, and the principal and members of the 
teaching staff will be glad to meet students on that occasion, and to 
advise them upon the subject of their work and studies 

Copies of the prospectus and time-table, and copies of the regula- 
tions for the award of the studentships offered by the Council in 
respect of the present year, may be obtained on application to the 
Society's office 


United Law Society. 


A meeting was held in the Middle Temple Common Room on Sth 
inst. Mr. R. W. Turnbull was in the chair. Mr. W. 8S. Jones 
moved ‘That the case of Daris \ (Curry 1918. I.K.B. 109) was 
wrongly decided Me Cenhem Mould in the aheente of Me 3 2 
Harper, opposed 

Messrs. G. W. Fisher, C. P. Blackwell, W. C. Pilley, 

Ashley, H. 8. Wood-Smith, and 8S. E. Redfern also spoke Mr. . 
having replied, the motion was put to the House, and was lost 
four votes 

The next meeting will be held on Monday, 19th January, when 
Mr. S. E. Redfern will move That this House is of opinion that 
the methods and policy f administering the Public Trustee Act at 
present obtaining are opposed to the publ ah netted vagal nests 


S. Heath will oppose 
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Legal News. 
Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolutions. 


WysoHaAmM Smirn and James Macrig, solicitors (Barrow, Simith, & 
Vie tie 35. Brazennose-street, Manchester December 29 lhe sad 
Wyndham Smith wul continue the practice at oo, brazennose-street 
iforesaid, under the style of Barrow & Smith 

Henry Isa CGosurnx, Samuet Nunes Carvatno, and Francis 
Copurn. solicitors (Coburn & Co.), 11, St. Heiens-place, London 
December 31. Such business will be carried on in the tuture by the 

i tienry lsaacs Coburn and Samuel Nunes Carvalho 

\terep Davenport, Watter Freperick CuNuirre, and CHARLEs 
Henry Bensamin Brake, solicitors (Davenport, Cunlitte, & Blake), 48, 
November 15 So far as regards the said 
Altred Wavenport, who retires trom the firm 


Chancery-lane, London 


Arnraur Ernest Wricut, Watrer Henry Aysom, and SyYpNey 
Meson Wooprow, solicitors (Wrignt, Son, & Aysom), 17, Bowling 
CGreen-street, Leicester December 31 Ail debts due to and owing by 
the said late firm will be received and paid by the said Walter Henry 
Aysom and Sydney Melson Woodrow [Gazette, Jan. 2 


Sreruen Amerose Cuitp and Puiu JOHNSON, solicitors (Blake, 
Heseltine, Chiid & Johnson), 4, Serjeants’-inn, London, E.C. 4 
December 31. The said Stephen Ambrose Child will continue to carry 
on the said business under the style or firm of Blake, Heseltine, «& 
Child 


Harotp Eapen and Hereert Stroup, solicitors (Harold Eaden & 
Stroud), 15, Church-street, Rugby, Warwick. December 19. The prac 
tice will henceforth be continued by the said Herbert Stroud at the 
same address under the style of Stroud & Co., late Harold Eaden & 
Stroud 


Tuomas Hewitt, Frank Woo.iacotr, and JOHN STANLEY CHOWN, 
solicitors (Hewitt, Woollacott, & Chown), 158, Leadenhall-street, Lon 
don. December 3l. So far as concerns the said Thomas Hewitt, who 
retires from the said firm. 


Lestig CHEsSSBOROUGH FLEETWOOD NaAsH and STantey Jack Rvsiy 
STEIN, solicitors (Rubinstein, Nash, & Co.), 5 and 6, Raymond-build 
ngs, Gray’s-inn, London. December 31. All debts due to and owing 
by the said late firm will be received and paid by the said Stanley 
Jack tubinstei [C,acette, Jan. 6 


General. 

The abolition of the system of debt-slavery is referred to in the 
report of Mr. J. L. Humphreys, British/ Agent at ‘lrengganu, pub 
lished in a Blue-book on the Unfederated Malay States (Umd. 470}. 
frengganu, says Mr. Humphreys, is the only State under British pro 
tection in which thts abominable practice still continues. ‘The debt is 
treated as hereditary; children are taken in pledge for parents; and 
no reduction is made in the debt on account of the labour of the 
debtor The social, moral and economic abuses of the system are 
notorious the custom resembles villeinage in many ways, and, like 
it, is proper to a stage of society in which status, not contract, is pre 
lominant The enactment dratted and now passed has taken this into 
account, and provides for the elimination of the idea of status and the 
definition of the element of contract. A summary of its provisions is 
as follows All existing debts are to be registered within six moriths 
(debts not so registered become void); the making of any new agree 
ment for debt-siavery is prohibited; all registered debts are reduced 
automatically by fixed monthly reduction on account of the debtor's 
labour It is calculated that existing debts will be wiped out within 
three years; any quicker process would not educate either master or 
debtor class suffix iently to secure a permanent abolition. 

At the Profiteering Appeal Tribunal at the London County Hall, 
Messrs. Liberty & Co. (Limited) of Warwick-street, Regent-street, W., 
appealed against the decision of the Westminster Profiteering Com 
mittee, who ordered the return of 2s. on 14s. 6d. charged for a yard of 
Japanese satin, which, the complainant said, was sold for 12s. 6d. a 
week or a fortnight previously. The material was bought in Japan at 
about 5s. a yard, but when it came into the hands of Messrs. Liberty it 
was put through a process which converted it into “ Rani silk,’’ and 
rendered it more valuable. Recently the price in Japan had gone wy 
The chairman said the tribunal! had taken into consideration the rise ‘n 
market value. The appeal must be allowed, but it must not be inferred 
that the ratio of rise in market value was to be a conclusive factor in 
determining whether or not there had been unreasonable profiteering 


At the Mansion House, James Metcalf, fifty-eight, dock labourer, 
was sentenced to six months’ imprisonment with hard labour for steal 
ing a gold watch, belonging to Mr. W. E. Smellie, a marine engineer, 
living at Hull. William Davis, a policeman, said that he was off duty 
in plain clothes outside St. Paul's Cathedral on Wednesday night 
There was a large crowd there seeing the New Year in. The prisoner, 
who was with two other men, placed himself in front of him and tried 
to steal his scarfpin, but failed. He next put his right hand into Mr 
Smellie’s watch-pocket, and snatched his watch. He (the witness) 
seized him, and Mr. Smellie grabbed the witness, thinking he was 4 
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-on federate. 
4mellie by an unknown hand. 
caught that he struck the 
the police station. After 
Pavis for handling him so 1 
und the bells he could not 


At the Mansion 
Pharmacy (Limited), 530, 
two cuineas cesta at the 
City of London, for selling a 
Mr Vickery said this was the 
Act in the city. A Mrs. Myers 
he price of lime-water 

hich, with the 
had decided that 
the defendant to refund 8d 
per gallon. 


Mr. S. M. 


giviny 


House, Mr 


Inslance 


bottle, cost her 


Director of 


J ac ob, 


During the struggle 
fhe prisoner was so enraged at being 
vitness in the eye as he 
evidence, Mr 
vnzhly, saying that in the noise of the crowd 
hear him telling him that he was a police 


James 
Walbrook 

of the Profiteeri: 
4-02 
first 
j went to the detendant’s shop and asked 
She vaas told 3d. per oz., and she bought 4 ozs 

a reasonable charge would have been 7d.. 
The wholesale price of lime-water was 1s 


Avriculcure 


the watch was retarned to Mr 
was being taken to 


Smellie apologised to 


Lister, manager of the Walbrook 
was fined £5 and ordered to pay 
g Committee of the 
lime-water for ls. 3d 
under the Profiteering 


bottle of 
prosecution 


Profiteering Committes 
and direc ted 


3d. The 


said, instructed by the 


Punjab Government, he accompanied the Mobile Column on 20th April 


»s civilian representative, to investigate damage and 
he took six 


tion. Acting under instructions, 


where no information was forthcoming 
“obstructive and indifferent, and 
He therefore had him tied to a tree and flogged with 
A crowd of villagers collected on the scene 


(the headman) was 
information.’’ 
fifteen strokes. 


gather 
hostages from a village 
the lambardar 
would not 


informa 


At one village 


give 


He also 


fined the lambardar 200 rupees, which was paid by his friends 


Death. 


YOUNG. 
oad, Crouch End, N.. 
7. Mark-lane, E.C., in his 


4on the Sth January, 1920, at 
Thomas Pallister Young 


Mapletreuse,’’ Coobiyurst 


B.A., LL.B., also of 


seventy-eichth year 


Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rota OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Date. EMERGENCY 


Monday Jan. 
Tuesday ..... 15 
Wednesday .. 14 
Thursday —.. 15 
Vriday.. a... 16 
Saturday .... 17 


Farmer 
Jolly 
Synge 
Bloxam 
Borrer 


Mr. Justice 
ASTBURY 

Mr. Synge 
Bloxam 
Borrer 
Golbischmidt 
Leach 
Church 


APrkaL CouRT 
RoTa. No. 
12 Mr. Church Mr. Leach 
Church 
Farmer 
Jolly 
Synge 
Bloxam 
Mr.- Justice 
PRTERBON. 
Mr. Farmer 
Jolly 
Synge 
Bloxam 
Borrer 
Goldschmidt 


Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 

1. Eve SARGANT. 

Mr. Goldschmidt Mr. Borrer 
Leach Goldschmidt 
Church Leach 
Farmer Charch 
Joly Farmer 
Synge Jolly 

Mr. Justice P. 0, Mr Justice 

LAWRENCE RUSSRLL. 

Mr. Bloxam Mr. Jolly 
Borrer Synge 
Goldschmidt Bloxam 
Leach Korrer 
Church Goldschmidt 
Farmer Leach 


HILARY 


COURT OF APPEAL. 
Iw Arpsat Court No, 1. 
Monday, 1"th January.—Exoarte Applica- 


tions, Original Motions and Interlocu- | 


toy Appeals from the Cnancery and 
Proba e and Div. rce Livisions. and, if 
necessary, C iancery Final A. peals 
Tuesday. 13th January — Final Appeals 
from che Chancery Division will be taken 
and continued until further notice. 


Apreat Covar II. 


Monday, 12th January.—Exparte Applica- 


tions, Onginal Mot ons and Interlocu- 
tory Appeals from the King’s Bench 
Division, and, if necessary, Final Appeals 
from the King’s Bench Division. 
Tuesday, 1:th January. — Final Appeals 
from the King’s Bench Division will be 
taken and continued in this Court. 


Logp Cuaycetton’s Covrr, 
Ma. Justice EVE. 
Chamber summonses 
Sht caus, pew, far con 
and pon-wit list 
Wednesdays ...Non-wit list 
Thursdays .....son wit list 
Lancashire Business will be taken on 
Thuredays, the 22nd January, the Sth 
and 19+: February, and the 4th and 
18th March. 
Fridays ... .....Mots and non-wit list 


Omancery Cover III. 
Mz, Justice PETERSON. 


Except when other Busines in advertised | 


in the Daily Cause List Actions with 


witnemes will be taken throughout the | 


SITTINGS, 


1920. 
Cuaxce Covar I. 
Mx. Justice SARGANT. 
Except when other Business is adver 
tised in the Daily Cause List Mr 


Justice Sargent will take Actio .« with 
Witnesses throughout the Sittings. 


Caancery Cover V. © 


Me, Justices RUSSELL, 
Mondays ......... Chamber summonses 
——_ under Trading with the 
f 


remy Acte will bs heard oa each 
Monday afternoon at 2 o'clock, 
cool causa, pets, fur cons, 
and non-wit list. 
} Non-wit list. 
Mots and non-wit list. 


Cmanceny Covar I 
Ms. Jostice ASTBURY. 


Except when other Business is advertised 
in the Daily Cause Liat Actions with 
Witnesses wil) be taken throughout the 
Biitings. 


Caancesy Covrr IV. 
Mr. Jostice P. O. LAWRENCE. 


Mondays ........ Sitting in chambers 
| Companies (Windin: Up) 
Tueedays...... + Business and non-wit list 
Wednesdays ..Fur con and non-wit lat 
Thursdays .... Non-wit list 
, Mow, sht caus, pete and 
Fridays non-wit list ' 





THE COURT OF APPEAL. 


HILARY SITTINGS. 


THE OHANCERY DIVI 
rHE PROBATE 
AND ADMIRALTY 
{PROBATE AND 
DIVORCE), AND rHE 
COUNTY PALATINE AND 
STAN NARIES COURTS 


PROM 
SION, 
DIVORCE 
DIVISION 


Genera! List 
1919 


Attorney-Gen (s 
vy to be fixed 
state Alfred R Gibbons 
R E Gibbons ind ors v 8 A 
iS AIM OTS 
varles Garner Richardson 
Joanna P widow) and 
J ‘R Pole v Charles Robert 
Pattenden 
ter de Winton and ors v 
C Russel] and anr 


, . 
sartachi 


John 


rton Vv 
CW Wallace de« 
pion and ors v Wallace 
In re © Bleckly, de 
botham v Blackly and ors 
We ldon Vv The Butterley Co ld 
In re Lord Swansea's Settled 
Estates and In re Settled Land 
cts, 1882 to 1890 
R Pole Carew v 
(Sunties & 
d 
hikins v Curtis 
In the Matter of Trusts of 
Stocks formerly the property ot 
Ferd nand Ex (zar of Bul aria 
The Trustee Act, 1893 


Same 


Cham 
and ors 


Side 


The Western 
(rsenerTa Manure C 
wecurity ordered) 


Divers 


and 
same V 
Manchester 
re Courte Emerg 
Acts, 1914 to 1917 
und ors 


In the Matte 


istrict 
Disty 


lurner 

Trustes 
Indenture, dated Oct 1, 1914 
Ironmonger Co W Cory & 


| a 


Att 


HANCERY AND 
AND DIVORCE 


FROM THE ¢ 
PROBATI 
DIVISIONS 


(Interlocut 


FROM THE PROBATE AND 


DIVORCE DIVISION 


und New Tr Lis 


1919 


Maud 


James 


Diverce Robinson, Alice 
Appit) Robinson, 
Respt 

Divorce Pollitt R (Petnr) v 
Pollitt, B (Resapt) W L Jones 
ind C E Rowe (Co-Respts) 
FROM THE KING'S BENCH 

DIVISION 


Judgments Reserved 


Final and New 


The Belvedere Fish Guano Co 
(1912) ki v Rainham Chemical 
Works Id and ors av Dee 4) 

Ind, Coope & Co (1912) ld v Rain 
ham Chemical Works ld and ors 

av De 4) 
Foster Bros v Gt Eastern Ry Co 
Dee 15 


Fria! List.) 


av 


FROM THE KING'S BENOH 


DIVISION 
and New I'rial 


Final List.) 


1919 


gosy Film Co and ors v Thomp 

son & Hylton 

“ir Reginald Pole Carew and anr 
\pplts) v G F Craddock Sur 

f (Respte) 


‘ 


veyvor ot laxes 
Revenue Side) 

Attorney-Gen v John 
wid ors (Revenue Side) 

ohn Marston ld (Applts) v The 
Commrs of Inland Revenue 
Reve 


The (Chairman 


McEwan 


nue Sule 
and 
College 


Council 
Governors of Bedford 
\pplts) v W H Chest, Surveyor 
of Taxes Revenue Side) 
ob Van Den Bergh v 
Maisel (security ordered by 
1920 
» Robbing The Commra, of 
ind Revenue (Revenue Side) 
Brice & ( Marten In 
Matter of a Petition of Right 
Mi T Munro Bri 
d In e1atisa 
In the Matter I 4 
Right be 
ind ‘The 


Benno 
Jan 


Petition of 
(Yonaters Id 


venue Vv 
Side) 
jam n Skil? Green 
Side) 
orn Producta Co 
» to 2nd day of 
erry ld v The “ Loxit 
wal Co ld 
) London Anthorit. v 
Commrs or In and tevenue 
Revenue Side) 
Moresby and 
d 
New Zealand 
H ‘Thew 
(Revenue Side) 
West v The Metropolitan Works 
tedditch) Id 
The Maco Spinmng Co 


ors v Savoy Estates 


Co ld v « 
Taxes) 


LPP ny 


“urveyor ol 


Slochir + 
d 

Liverpool District Registry Rrown 

Dav d Ry herta, Sone & Co ld 

‘o ld v Yorkshire Insce Co 


Dev v Ma 
loth, Schmidt & | LD Nagase 
& Co ld 

Landi v Carl Ro 

Netherton Coa! 4 
man & Co Id 
H Caden i & Co ld v 
llackett 


Opera Co ld 
‘old v C H Cude 


rhe 


Collieries Id 
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ichester and anr 
re Py ind a 
oo! F in 


Owners of SS Navarino v Owners 


of SS Roselands 





vy Constable 


damage 


| DD ! 
| ( 
Pain P 1 
Wm W | ( Ce i 
( yy | i 
Shin | | 
0 ny 0) na ( iv 
I il 
r Wyld e & { ( pton 
& 1 | 
Th Pe S ( N \ \ium 
ford 
© Whittake & { | N 8 
Exp 
FROM THE PROBATE 
DIVOROE AND ADMIRALTY 
ION (ADMIRALTY 
W Nauti As s 
F i I s 
1919 
Clan Ma \ 19] | i 802 
Owners f SS Eurypylus v 
Cayz Ir e & © d ‘damage 
Ex Lea—1918 271 The 
Sh-pping Contro.ler v Owners of 
SS F 1 Lea (damage) 
Rozelands 1918 Folio 761 


Meline and Northdene 1918 
Folio 845 Ass ed Port'and 
Cement Manufacturers (1900) Id, 
(hw rs ot ter 


FROM THE KING'S BENCH 


DIVISION 


\ = 
I Mat'er \ 
1 In t Matt« Ar 
1A ] M l 








IN RE THE WORKMEN'S 
COMPENSATION ACTS Vi 
AND 190 


] i xt 
1 Thomas D S 1 n 

x 4 l 

B | The Lord M Ke, ( 

Bir ham 
(; i s t W W 
! 

H lJ Tv Sun H 1 

H v Matthews & ( 

I v The Card:ff ( i 

\ Harp v D K & 

! 

Slat Macon ‘ 

Arpeats my BANKRUPTCY STAND 
ING IN THEI ABATED Last 
FROM THE KING'S BENCH 

DIVISION 
In Bankrupt 

In re J F P Yeatman expte Henry 
Miler v The Trustee and The 
Debtor No 863 of 1910 

I re A Debtu expte rhe 
D r), No 224 191¢ 

I re \ Debtu expe The 
Debt No 246 of 1917 

In re A_ Debtor expte. The 
Debtor v The Petitioning Credi 
tors and The Official Receiver), 
No 16 of 1918, No 446 of 1918 




























ATHERTONS 


LIMITED, 
63 & 64, Chancery Lane, LONDON, W.C. 





THE ONLY RECOGNISED LAW PARTNERSHIP, 


SUCCESSION, AND AMALGAMATION AGENTS 
WHO HAVE ARRANGED PERSONALLY MOST 
OF THE IMPORTANT CHANGES IN LEGAL 


PRACTICES FOR YEAKS PAST, 





Correspondence and Consultations invited in strict corfidence 
Telephune ; 482 Hulborn, Telegrams : “ Alacrious, Lundon, 


ATHERTONS 


LIMITED 
63 & 64, Chancery Lane, LONDON, W.C. 















‘ 


HIGH 


NDING IN THE \BATED ” List, | Weiss, Biheller & Brooke Id 
- _ ¢ | ipplts LK I ‘armer ur 
ROM THE KING'S BENCH ppits) v Richard Farmer, Su 

veyor ¢ l'axes respt) (Revenue 


DIVISION | 
Yial owndes v Se: byLowndes 


» gene ally 


In erio 


Rev Side 8 J Soanes & Sons !d (H Huber & Co, 
(rarnisnees) v Papier Ia ~ 
Wiessensetin A G Jdudgt 
Debto part heard 8 O gene 


1917 


, NJ The above Lis ( Laing 
i Chancer) Palatine nd King’s 
NG Bench Final and Interlocutory 
‘ g det Appeals, &c, set down to Decem 
ppit ber 24th, 1919 





-~CHANCERY DIVISION 


1920 


RT OF JUSTICE 
HILARY SITTINGS, 


RELATING TO 


COI 





roe Cuancery Cause List 











“VE | tuke his Business unnounced in the Hilary 




















1 Manchester Business.—Mr. Justice Eve will take 


fpool and Manchester Busit n Thursdays, the 22nd January, 
e 5th and 19th February, anc the 4th and 18th March 
Mir. Justice SARGAN1 Except wh other Business is advertised 
Da Cause List, Actions with Witnesses will be taken through 
it the Sitti 
Mi Justi ASTBURY Except. when other Business is advertised 
Dai:ly Cause List Actions with Witnesses will be taker thr | 
t t ‘ Sitti < 
Mr. Justice PETERSON Except when other Business is advert i 
Daily Cau List. Actions with Witnesses will be taken thr ’ 
the Sittil 
Mr. Just P. O. Lawrence will take his Business as ar i i 
the Hilary Sittings Pape 
Mr. Justice Russete. will take his Business a wnnou d 
lary Sittings Paper 
ummonses before the Judge in Chambers Mr. Justice Eve, Mr 
Justice P. O. Lawrence and Mr. Justice Russert will sit m Court 
very Monday durir the Sittings to hear Chamber Summonses 
Summonses Adjourned into Court and Non-Witness Actions will be 
heard by Mr. Justice Eve, Mr. Justice P. O. Lawrence and Mr 
Justice Russe 
lotions, Petitions and Short Cause will be taken on the days 


stated in the 


During the 
Witness 


Sittings Paper 


Hilary 


Notice witu RereReNce TO THE CHANCERY Witness Lists 


Hilary Sittings the 
follows 


Judges will sit for the disposal f 


Actions as 


Mr. Justice SARGANT will take the Witness List for SarGant and 
Russei., JJ 
Mr. Justice Astsury will take the Witness List for Astsuny and 


P 


O. Lawrence, JJ 






























































In re L 
f 

In re | 
Beavi 
In re J 
Beavi 
In re F 
v Por 
In re ] 
Hallet 
In re J 
In re J 
Trust 


In re 
Public 
John Bu 
In re J 
Hardi 
In re F 
re Set 
In re V 
In re § 
In re 
Porter 
In re Gr 
way. 


Before 
Retaine 
In re I 
Llewel 
In re Ey 
son V 
In re Ga 
In re Cr 
In re 
Public 
inreR 
Inre G 
In re Ch 
Charte 
In re J 
‘Evans 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY 





" Jam. 10, 1920 





REPOR 





Justice Pererson will 


take the Witness List 


for Eve and 


Cuancery Causes ror Tria oR HEARING 
Set down to December 24th, 1919 


Before Mr. Justice Eve. 
Retained Causes for Trial. 
(With Witnesses). 

Hyde v Weddall 

Clarke-Jervoise v Scutt 

Rosser v Hawkins 

Jonea v Hawkins 

Abell v Abell (not before Jan 24) 

Bournemouth Markets Ice & Cold 
Storage ld v Motor Macs Id (not 
before Jan 24) 


Adjourned Summonses. 


In re Hoare, dec Hoare v Hoare 
hd 


at ve K A Lioyd, dec Vivian 
Porter & Co v Jameson 

In re J Egerton Warburton, dec 
Warburton v Waters 

In re M K Bennett, dec Gibson v 
Attorney-Gen 

In re E Foster, dec Del Rivo v 
O'Connell 

In re Joseph Foster, dec 
v Foster 

In re Sarah Brooke, dec 
Grenside 

In re Holbrook, dec 


Murison 

Brooke v 

Hicks v 

In re John Hope's Will Trusts 
Public Trustee v Hope 

In re Miller & Miller's Contract 

In re Vendor and Purchaser 

Act 

In re G H Foster, dec 
Foster 

In re L Rayner, dec 


Hunt v 
Cloutman v 
art 

In re Evan Evans, dec Evans v 
Beavis 

In re Jane Evans, de 
Beavis 

In re Harcourt, dec Fitzwilliam 
v Portman 

In re Hole’s Settlement 
Hallett 

In re Jessop Siddon v Burrough 

In re L Salomons, dec Publi 
Trustee v Wortley 

In re Joseph Molyneux, ‘de 
Public Trustee v Molyneux 

John Bull Id v Curtis 

In re J A Harding, dec Cooper \ 
Harding 

In re F Morris’ Will Trusts and In 
re Settled Land Acts 

In re Walter Strickland, de 
In re Settled Land Acts 

In re W. Porter, 
Porter v Littlejohns 

In re Grays Contract 
way. 


Evans v 


He vle v 


and 


dec Street 


Thornton y 


Before Mr. Justice SarGant 


Retained Adjourned Summonses. 

In re Davies’ Settlement Trusts 
Llewellin vy Watkin (s 0) 

In re Eveson’s Will Trusts Eve 
son v Eveson pt hd 

Inre Gare Cooke v Willson pt hd 

In re Crecoe-Colmore 

In re Barker-Mill’s Settlement 

_ Public Trustee v Barker-Mill 

in re R White, dec Low v White 

In re G Shaw, dec Shaw v Shaw 

In re Charteris’ Will Biddulph 
Charteris pt hd 

In re Jane Rees, dec Jones v 
‘Evans pt hd 


Causes for Trial. 
(With Witnesses). 


The Cheshire Lines Committee v 
The Trafford Park Co 


* Aktiengesellschaft 


Dance v The Hippodrome Notting 
ham ld 

Bowes v John B Bowes ld 

Wm Hollins & Co ld v Blackwell 
RDC 

In re Henry Elliston, dec Wil- 
liams v Strong 

In re Robinson 
Patent 

In re Lilliehook’s 
Jan 13) 

Brown v McLaughlin v Harvey Id 
(for Jan 14) 

Smith v Rooze (for Jan 13) 

Gidden_ iv National 
Friendly Soc 

The British Thomson Houston Co 
ld v The Corona Lamp Works ld 

In re Berger, dec Berger v 
Berger (s o for commission) 

Woodhouse Parish Council v 
Barrow-upon-Soar Urban Dis 
trict Council 

Sullivan v Smeeton 

Smeeton v Sullivan ( s o for com 
mission) 

Smith v The Bradstreet Co of New 
York 

Lewis v Ewen 

In re _ Balston, 
Street 

Bedford Coleman ld v Shepheard 

Herring v The Mayor, &c, of Lin 
coln 

In re Sir H B Martin, 
Smith v Hubbersty 

Milton v Turner 

The Share Co of the Russian Cable 
& Metal Rolling Works &c v 
Baring Bros & Co ld 

Mason v Ricketts 

Thring v Sagar 

Tellow v Orela ld 

Kennedy v Irons 

Wareing v Brieze 


& Backhouse’'s 


Patent (tor 


Deposit 


dec Balston v 


Bart, de 


Autogene 
The 


fur 
Aluminium Schweissung v 
London Aluminium Co ld 

In re F S Chambers, dec Smith v 
Mennell 

Parrish v Bril!ermen 

Pullar v The Anglo-French 
matic Co ld 

Apcar v Ames 

Constable v Constable 

The Associated Portland Cement 
Manufacturers (1900) Id v Saint 

Kerner v Foster 

Lovett v Smith 

See v Daubeny 

Rower Vv De Costa 

Watts v Gee 

In re Jackson’s Patent, No 
of 1913 


Auto 


26,538 


tefore Mr. Justice AstauRy 
Retained Matters 
Motions 


Oharrington & Co ld v Jones 


Fox & Co v Edward Jay & Sons Id 


In re Sanger Carey, dec Carey 


Fosbery 


Adjourned Summonses 
In re E M Wilkes, dec Fraser 
Smith pt hd 
In re Morrice Trusts 
Hope Vere pt hd (s 
31) 

In re E Cocquerel, dec 
v Cocquerel pt hd 
In re Landor’s Settlement 
v Landor pt hd (s o) 
In re herrison’s Settlement In re 
Settled Land Acts, 1882 to 1890 
Stamford, Spalding & Boston 

Banking Co vy Balman 


Emerson 





Hardie vy 
o to May 


Landor | 


In Lascelle, dec Laselle vy 


Public Trustee 
Causes for Trial 
With Witnesses 


In re Spiers & Pond 

lolcher y Enev er (not 
20) 

Western v Western 

Parsons Marine Steam 
ld v Farrer 

Johnson v Westhampnett Rura 
District Council 

Burne v Sivyer 

Dreyfus v Routolphi (not 
Easter) 

Palin v Whale 

In re Betstyle 
Company 

Parsons v Houling 

Hill v Clark 

James Upton ld v 

Great Challinor 
Whieldon 

Collis v W Gray & Son Id 

Birchgrove Collieries ld v Bevan 

White v Hardy 

Coutts v Tregear 

Attorney-Gen v Parr 

In re W P Swain, dec Mathias v 
Johns 

Ralph Martindale & Co 
hall 

Brickell v Straffon 

Haskell v Richard Crispin & Co 


Turbine C 


ld Rolt 


Andrew 
Mines 


ld v White 


Before Mr. Justice PeTerson 
Retained Matters 
Motions 
Cit f Lond 
k 1 


Christendon 


Vv oO 
] 
states | 


sastard 
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Sutton Sill v Dalby 

Easton, Lloyd & Co ld v J Whiteley 
ld 

in re Jefferson 
Son 

Harmer v 
Areas Id 

sma lley v 
Council 


Jefferson v Jeffer 
Jumbil (Nigeria) Tia 
Huntined Of 


County 


Etablisse 
Carlo v 


Ss Anonyme des 
nents Ciro, Monte 
Abrahamson and anr 

Ashley ul Us m or 
tive Carpenters 

Braithwaite v Ama 
of Carpenters 


cte 


v Gener Opera 


umated Soc 


ed Summonses 


Adj url 


lrirect United States Cable Co ld 
v Western Union Teleg aph Co 
In re Lord Howard de Wa'lden's 
Contract Sharp v Howard de 
Walden 
Inre J F 
Wilson 


Wilson, di Webb Vv 


5 O ge ner ally } 
Causes for Trial 
With Witnesses) 


Hodges v Webb 

The Zine Mines of Great 
ld v Stevenson (s 0) 

Magarini Syndicate ld v Sevidie 
Rubber and Cotton Estates 

Johnstone v Browne 

Aitken & Morcom 

linplate Co ld vy 

1907) Id 

dk ( 


Britain 


Jones v 
Dafen 
Llanelly Stee! Co 
In re M A Clark 
Clark 
Att rney 
colnushire 
Gerhold 
\ttorney-Gen v 
hire Ry Co 


rhe 
ark v 


Gen v North-east Lin 
Water Co Davis v 


Nort Stafford 





VIEW ON 


Puows No. : PARK ONE (40 Lings). 





AUCTION SALES EVERY 
WEDNESDAY, 


W. WHITELEY, LTD. 


AUCTIONEERS, 
EXPERT VALUERS AND ESTATE AGENTS, 


QUEEN’S ROAD, LONDON, W. 2. 


VALUATIONS ror PROBATE, 


ESTATE DUTY, SALE, FIRE INSURANCE, ETC. 


THURSDAY, 


LONDON’S LARGEST SALEROOM. 


TELEGRAMS: “WHITELEY LONDON.” 
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— wiih ————— 
Gehen v Jesshope & ors (Stemp, Clmt) 
TY, farder v Bromet W R Shove { Taxes) and The National Provincial Bank 
y vy Pathe Freres Cinema ld of England k 
elect v Same_ The Nati itual Life ssc und F G Baker (Surveyor of 
Woodiwiss v Woodiwiss ee 

Central Branch of the National Catholic Benefit & Thrift Sec & ors \ he Plymoutl tue nerative ndustrial Soc ld and 

National Catholic Benefit & Thrift So ' > 

Blundell! v Stormont 

Blackmore’s Dramatic Agency v Long catans ‘ : 
EON, Geddling v Marsh ' apes nla: lewenne and John Gansom 

} _. Accom y , haw irveyo! t iX¢ ul achfield Conduit Land Trustees 
nm Vv aters & ani ; \ te > - ' chalf o all. « 2. 
tary. Waters v Aman P fale : “wen > a : ; ; ; din a ~ ae Sy 
— Pearce v Best . : ad , , _ ; 4 ; : 
vlland In the Matter of a Solicitor -—_ ; _— aes : : 
Gilbert v Morse Nutman M é f the t f the rq ue of Abergavenny, de 
Singer & Co & anr v Fry 1 the tter Line state « i irquess \bergavenny ae 
Spencer Whatley Id v L & N W Ry 
Rogers-Jenkins v Sugden 
Sugden & Hextall v Rogers Jenkins 
Nappi v Gallico & Co ld 
gan ¥ Morgan v Holrayd 
Collins v Ginnett 
7 orer ar Vv Kenwrick 
le ¥ Linsdell v Paignton Electric Light whine & 
Campbell Vv Ettlinger «& Co ld : . . P > ; 
dee Leppard v Heaps, Son & Reave & anr a re ‘ : . k s0h0 © 200 LOInOl The Petitioning 
Peacock & anr v Curtis reditors & ‘Lhe il Receive ec 15, 1919, this appl was 
ly Coggan v Hobbs bane . . perty Yo restore 
Gane v Creyke 
Myles Bacon v McClary 
yre ¥ Rawson v Ansell . ' 
Williams & ors v Williams pt pPOara OL sradt ¥ Samuel Scarlett, 
tract Mayo Vv Joyce as 
Act, French Cigarette Paper Co v Balkan Cigarette Co mn uM : Phe Tr - tee v A bert Mackenzie & The 
Palfreman & anr v Great Eastern Rly 4 oak ‘ t und Bank Id and Arthur Mackenzie (added 
dam- ; s Stevens yy orde! 
-_ rec. ld v Kilpin In ré W Wh { > te he Ir iste V I \ Mac kenzie, Mabelle Ma 
napp Pontardawe R D C v Jones & ors kenzie, his wife he London Joint City & Midland Bank Id 
Chambers v Tabrum In re W White ‘ e The Trustee v W A Mackenzie, A E Mac 
inter Platt Vv Emha ke nZle } m zou i Mac | enzie ind Bart l Lys Bank ld formerly 
ait w Peondf Patina —e = the London Provincial Bank Id 
with rtd h Gieees pte eter In re W A Mackenzie, T A Mackenzie, Albert Mackenzie and Arthu 
16 lamb v Great Central Ry Mac kenzie k ; os ( : Piggott v 4 Mackenzie & London Joint 
nies, In the Matter of the Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908, & In the Stock City & dland Bank P . 

Matter of the Pa eaten Contract dione ld ; & In th Inve M Ts per (a me mber of of M A Taper) Ex pte Haw kins 
ring Same v Same ‘ & Sunderland, Trusts vy Laz s Skylinski and Sarah Skylinski, 
Beynon v Oakdale Navigation Colliery ld his 
. ke 8 v Ebbutts (Croydn) Id 
col imwood v Pipe County Court ‘ “ircul 4 > res 

US Bier “he, of Besos Circuits of the Judges. 

Donald Campbell & Co v G H Frank & Son Days and places aj pointed for holding the Winter Assiz 

Presbury v Collinson MIDLAND CIRCUIT 

Smith v Smith Me Justi 

Jackson, McConnan & Temple Id vy Corpn of Liverpool 7 j ae a 

Williams v Clinton ir. Justi 

Taylor v Knevett 

Simpson v Hamilton County Court Thursday, . 

Walker v S Jacobs & Co Id Monday, Jar 

Crutchley v White Thursday 

Powell & Sons v W Ridings & Co (Wilson, Cimt) Monday, Janu : 
ggzie Bros v Jarman Thursday, January 29 

Kendall & Co v Anglo-French Coasting Co ld Friday, January 50tl 

Chipling v Butler County Cqurt Friday, Februar 

Morris v Baker County Court Thursd 1y February 

Johnson v Bedford Town & County Loan Soc Wednesday, March a 

Attwood v Lamont County Court Monday, March 15th, at Birmis 

Bleswir v Hovsha County Court 

Hannevig’s Bauk v Poliakoff OXFORD CIRCUIT 
” v Amey Mr Justi ( erid ve 

Ireland & Co v Bowring & Co M j ~e 

Walker v Wright ee 

eatce v Pearce Monday, January 12th: 

Goldsmith v Orr Saturday, January 17th 

er v Freeman Wednesday Januar 243 

Hunt v May Tuesday, Jat lary 
erdern v Goodman Monday, Februar ! 


Hartel! v Blackler Sat irday, Ft br ar 7th, af 
Spectra Paper _——— ee ae : ford 
uesday, ‘ ary ih it’ Staffor« 


| Cases Stated 


The 


Yo ld 





W ife 


.* 
27tl 





Harrisons v Shipping Controller 
Gaston, Williams & Wigmore ld \ R. L Scaliaris | NORTH WALES AND CHESTER CIRCUIT 
ners S.S. Lord v Newsum Sons ld Mr. Just MeCard 


\ Just é Salter 
‘ r , Motion ror JupGMenr. : : 
Ytgat Eley & anr Monda January 12th Welsh 
Revenve Paper SG, Seay b> ng yi 
= Yee Saturday, January 17th, at Carnar 
English Informations Wednesday, January 21st, at Beaumar 
Attorney-Gen and John Henry Oglander & anr | Saturday, January 24th, Rathin 
Attorney-Gen and The Public Trustee Wednesday, January 28th, at Mold 


| O5th t Chester 


ey-Gen and Digby Sayer Wednesd ru 251 
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Monday, February 16th, at Mi: 
Tue sday, Feb: ary 24th, at G 
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and the } 
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t., liquidator 
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Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


Lond 


tre tte 


Souter & 
Allen Harding & ( Ltd 
Neivey'’s Motor and Munit 
Blackpool Gasette-New Lt 
Sydney Reid & Co., Ltd 
Sailing Ship Holt Hill G 
Kurau Rubber Estate, Ltd 
International Jewellers 
smithe, Ltd 
Straits Rubber Co., Ltd 
Brills Brighton Baths Co., Ltd 
Doughty Shipping Co., Ltd 


Rob 


Fi 
i ' 
R. & A. Uc 
Harpenden 


Jan. 2 


pay 


Pobac« ( 
ben, Ltd 
(Selangor) Rubb« 
Royston Empire Co., Ltd 
Rake Head Mill Co.. Ltd 
Liney's Inventions, Ltd 
Gayner Pneumatic Co., 
Palatine Bank, Lt 
Manor Mill, Ltd. 

Bagan Serai Co., Ltd. 


Ltd 


Bouchers Motor & Transport C 
Veronique Stationery Co., Ltd. 


Ltd 


Tr 
" 


r 
( 
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@. F. Birch & Son, Ltd. 

Union Film Publishing Co., 

Howards & Sons, Ltd 

New St. Helens & District 
Co., Ltd. 

r. N. & F. o 


Glenshiel Rubber Estates Co.. Ltd 
“The Esperanto’ Steamship Co 
Port Tennant Chemical Co., Ltd 
Morum & Co., Ltd 

English Margarine Works 
London Toy Makers, Ltd 


Ltd. Ltd 
Tramway 
Ltd 
Briggs, Ltd 
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Doncaster Wire Co., Ltd 

Albert Strauss, Ltd. 

Sunday Pictorial Newspapers, Ltd 

Victoria Mills (Chorley) Ltd 

British Malay Rubber Co., Ltd 

Oriental Rubber Co., Ltd 

George Hotel (Walsall) Ltd 

Lewes Sanitary Steam Laundry 
Ltd. ; 

Ghisela Nitrate Co., Ltd. 

W. Woodward, Ltd. 

Levant Kinematograph C« 
Reduced. 

Abraham Moon & Sons, Ltd 

Bishop Auckland Music Hall Co. 

Goole & Sheffield Transport Co., L 

Shapiro, Vallentine & Co., Ltd 

Roy Mill, Ltd. 

Colonnade Theatres, Ltd 

Portsmouth Radical Hall and ( 
Ltd 


Fred Abson, Ltd 
Apex Films, Ltd 
Carlisle Motor Delivery ( Ltd 
Canal Development (Founders 
cate, Ltd 

Royd Mill, Ltd 
Greenfields Farms 
Facit Mill, Co., Ltd 
Rex Mill, Ltd 

W. H. Boyes, Ltd 
Anderton Weaving Co 
Irtysh Corporation, Ltd. 
E. Cutler, Ltd 
Tanalyk Corporat 
Porthcawl 
Sterry’s River Trips 
Liverpool & Hamburg 

Ltd 

Harrogate Central Arcade Co 
Colston's Hall Co., Ltd 
Kyshtim Corporation, 
E. & A. Smith & Co 


Syndi 


Ltd 


Ltd 


on, Ltd 
Steamship Co., 
Ltd 

Steamship 


Ltd 


Ltd 

lub Co., 

Ltd 
Ltd. 





Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35 


Clam 
London Gazette.—Fripar, Jan. 2. 


Last Dar or 


ALTMAN, SIMON, 
W ise 
ALLEGATI 
row 
Barnard, James, Lowestoft. 
Bennett, Josera, Sheffield. 
Brewer, Lucy, Shinfield, Berks 
mond-bidgs., Gray's inn 
Campsen., Davip Stewart, Liverpool, 
Sons & Corlett, Liverpool 
Rosert James, Matlock. Fel 
gute 
Cornett, Frances Emity, Woburn-pl 
Ever, JoHN Feb. 16 
sude 
MARION 
Strand 
Forsrs, Evita, Stoke Newington 
Gorr, Wittiam, Clapham Comm 
Brixton-rd. 
GRaYson, MARGARET ANNE 
Lincoln's inn-fields 
Wittiusu Joun 
Essex-st., Strand 
Hixst, Joserm Stocks, Halifax 
Houtyman, Watter Lionet, Clifton 
Hextasis, Jomn, Barnstapk Feb 
Jackson, Tuomas, Lincoln, Farmer 
Henry Samvurt, Bardfield, FE 
Cheapside. 
LAWSON-JOHNSTON 
Cohen, 25 
Kapooriz, Lavra 
Broad-st 
seton, Captain WILLtam 
& Urmston, Maidston 
Normman, Saddleworth, Yor 
Birmingham 
Moore, ELIZaseTH 
Strand 
Newton, Jutta Mary 
sq., Gray's inn 
HoLas, ELizaseTH, Wel 
Dame CHARLOTT 
Welbeck-st 
Groreet, So 
inn, Temple 
ARCHIBALD 
Croydon 
SeLLoORs THOMAS 
chester 
Stowen, JOsHvA 
Brigg, L 
WILTTAM 
Oroydon. 
Suyrar, Lity, Keynsham, Somerset 
Souter, Witttam, Oldham, Phrenologist 
ruwompson, James, Hoghton, Lancaster 
rixpact, Rosert, Fordingbridge, Hants 
Hants 
Joux, Prudhoe, N 
Newcastle-upon- Tyne 
Wees. Henry Jons, St. Albans 
Worrks, Marr Any, Goostrey, 


Cheetham, Manchester, Commercial Traveller. Feb 
Manchester 


Marr Ann, Clapham Common 


10. Wise & 


Feb. 6. Elvy Robb & Welch, Bedford 


31. Johnson 
17. Jackson & 
Jan. 31. Mewburn, 


Jan 
Jan 


& Nicholson, Lowestoft 
Jackson, Sheffield 


Walker & Cato, 3, Ray 


Wine and Spirit Merc Feb. 2. Bremoer, 


ant 


Cay 14. St. Barbe Sladen & Wing, 7, Queen Anne's 


Feb. 16. W.H 


Lamb, Son & Prance« 


& A. G. Herbert, 10, Cork-st. 
9 and 10, King-st., Cheap 


Chiswick-la 


Lee, Exiza, Boscombe. Feb. 16. Bentley & Jenkins, Thanet Ho p< 


ise 


Jan. 15 
Jan. 31 


Ww Bradford 


& Turner, 


Durrance 


Kingsbury 469 and 37, 


n 


Godalming. Fet 2 Stow Preston & Lyttelton, BR 


Hearn Kingston-on-Thames. Jan. 17. Sherwood & Warren, §/%, 


Iford 
Bristol 


Feb. 20. 
Bristol. 
9% A. E 
Jan. 31 


essex. Jan 


Mumford, Johnson & Co., Bra 
Mar. 31. Barnett & Leonard 
Hopper, Barnstaple 

Sep. J. Thorp, Bury 


Jones 28. Clarke & Ce 8, 


Queen-st 


FANSNID Wigmore-st. Feb. 4. Harris, Chetham 6 


Finsbury-sq 
Shanghai 


Dunia 


Merchant. Jan. 29. Tatham & Lousada, 16, Ol 


Ki Mites, late Royal Welsh Fusiliers 10. Stephens 


Lens Master Dyer Jan. 31 


Middl» Jan. 17. Sherwood & Warren, 8/9 ssex-4t., 


Ashford 


Bournem« Jan. 29. Tucker, Hussey & Martin, 2, South 


Deal 
Son 


Brown & Br 


9 
Jan. 3l Dimond 


Feb 


owndes-sq 


romery wn, 


& 


Ni 


PaRRy 


Ite thend« Theodore Godds 10, Serjeants 


4D 


Chelst Son & Martes 


Ross 


Hesry & Hart, Man 


Barnethy Hayes & Fos, 
nes 


ALEXA’ Marten, 


SMITH son & 
Bristol 
hibald Watson 
nas Whitehead 
son & Sons, Fe 


Feb. 23 
Feb 
Feb 

Ma: 


Oldham 
Preston 


raing 


rvdge 


ree rrthumberlane | Jalesm Jan. 26. Harry Bens 


Hert 


<t " 
ng leton 
— 


Albans 
Reade, ( 


larh 


& WwW. P 


Feb. 5 
Chester 


Hodding 
Jan. 15. 


& 4 
H. L 





VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE.—It is very essential that #4 
Poliey Holders should have a detailed valuation of their effects 
perty is generally very inadequately insured, and in case of loss insuref? 
suffer accordingly. DEBENHAM, STORR & SONS (LIMITED, 
2, King-street, Covent-garden, W.C. 2, the well-known valuers 
chattel auctioneers (established over 100 years), have a staff of Expert 
Valuers. and will be glad to advise those desiring valuations for any 
purpose. Jewels, plate, furs, furniture, works of art, bric-a-brac, 4 


speciality.—{Apvt | 
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London Gazette.— { 
Gazette.—Totspar, Jan. 6. | Lewis, Jomx, Westbourne-ter. Feb. 2. John T. Lewis & Woods, 54, Chancery-la. 








Jones, Witttam Artarer, Lliange 


: Co Led 
Ltd jnans, THOMAS, Newcastle-unde ‘i ; 
. s, 2 . r-Lyme, Civi] Engineer. Feb. 7 a . Movip, Epwarp, Handsworth, Cattle Deak ‘ ~) . 
| gy Tome Marshal), Ashwell! West Beempwich Dealer. Jan. 3. Sharpe, Darby & Millichip, 
ste deurmaor, Henny, Lindley, Huddersfield. Feb. 7. Edwin Sykes, Huddersfiel | Orme, Tomas, Wall Hill, near Congleton. Jan. 3 ug i 
Barry, Hannan Aoyes, Hendon. Feb. 6. Blundall, Baker & ( . i6 Serjennte’ ‘. Staffs ” , . Rage W. Acne, Teneten 
Bart, — we 5 Jous, Clapham-rd., Grocer. Feb. 14. Taylor, Willcocks & | P'%°#Eck, Frep, Kingston-upon- Hull, Licensed Victualler Feb. 2 Geo. 8 
0 , Stranc Williamson, Hul : ‘ 
frooxs, Ricnarp Henry, Brookwood, Surrey, License] Victualler. J 7 , ProtHtroer, Ertet AGNes, Southport. M Lv R j ta! 
Turner & Co., Guildford > oe rt a ee 
. Ltd peewster, WILLIAM ALLEN Ne rwich, Buil Feb. 10. Hil] & Perks, Norwich Pick, Josern Tuomas, Prest n, Radnorshire, B e. Jan. 31. F.L. G r & 
| Gurronp, Isiport, Grosvenor-st. Feb. 17. Elvy, R & Welch. 19, Bedford-row Nixes Presteigno 
Ae CORNELITS, Joun, Stoke-in-Teignhead, Devon. Feb. 17. Torer & Dell, Teignmout) Ropwar, CHiniss Epwin, Birmingham, Tailor. Fel . 2. wee nt B 
(erm, Evorne Avovstus, Finchley. February 16. Syrett & Sons, 45, Finsbury ming han pe . 
pavement P . Skercuitsy, Witttam, Coleshill Feb. 7 Sin n Bowring & Smit Derby 
id Co az — ~ rsychan, Mon Alderman and J.P Mar. 9. Bythway & Sop Stow, Percivat Epwin rorqua } » W ). Lake & Sor 61. Carey-et 
ontypool. . ‘ Lincoln's inn ae ; 
fussy, ANN, West Bromwich. Jan. 31. Rankin & Miller, West Bromwich | Wappineton, Many Etizasera, Pad n, I k 1 Jas. C. Waddington 
:' w—_ ee —— Ovington-sq., Kensington. Mar. 1. Robbins surnley 
t and ivey wake, 218, Stran Waves, Etten, Bournemouth. Feb. 18. Druces ttlee liter 
Dews, Evtey, Leytonstone. Feb. 10. J. Vivian Thomas, Penzance | Wise, Mary, Westcliff 2 Sea. Feb. 2. H n& “au hes ho t. 
, _ peer, East. East Retford, Notts, Horse Dealer. Jan. 14. E. 8. Spencer, East WILKINS, Etten, Birminghan Jan. 31 Duegan & Elton, Birmingham 
o., Ltd Qusurxo, Lucy Sanam, Bath. Feb. 11. Collins & Simmons, Bath 
d fox, Groner Horrrer, Plymouth. Feb. 2. Ernest Howard, Plymouth 
Gasenuitt, Emrtir, Dorking. Feb. 10. Sweetland & Greenh 1), 4, Cullum-st . " ) 
Guest, CHaRLorTe ANNEPTE SMALLWOOD, Aix-les-Bains, France. Feb. 21. Claudius [he directors of the Lonpon Joint City anp MIpLAND BANK 
Club Co Geo. Algar, 22. Martin’s-la Limitep) report that the net profits for the year ended 3] 
’ 1 thi he fits f he ves é ed 3lst Decembe 
fazwarn, Etizasera, Crouch End. Feb. 10. Gush, Phillips, Walters & Williams, 3 st fter making provisi I] i lel yo 
} I ast, after making provision for a bad ‘ loub ‘ ; ! 
Finsbury-circus zO7% , I b- , und doubtful debts, amount 
Huwiirow, ARTHUR Frepenicx Caransrine, Shepherd's Bust Feb. 14 L. oO to £5,079,460, which, with £675,098 brought forward, makes £3.754.558 
Glenister, Hammersmith | for appropriation as follows For dividends for the year 1919, at the 
mates pam. Horsham. Feb. 1. Knapp-Fisher & Wartnaby, The Sanctuary rate of 18 per cent. per annum | ncome tax, £1,052,503; for salaries 
€ inster. nd bonus to , ers of the staff wit] i 
Gat, James Wrtitam, Mulbarton, Norfolk, Farmer. Feb. 10. Hill & Perks, | } iS Ree Se ee ee ee ee, eee ©. eee ae 
Norwich | bonus to other members of the staff, £475,203; for special * peace ”’ 
Hoveson, Tuomas. Keswick. Jan. 31. Hayton, Simpson & Fisher, Cockermout} bonus to staff, £250,000; to reserve for depre ition of war loans and 
ag on Joux, Hardwick, Bucks., Farmer. Jan. 31. Parrott & Coales, Ayles future contingencies, £1,000,000; to bank premises redemption fund 
pury. (OF : ; - hos a, re T d 
laws, WiLrnep, Tadcaster, York, Fish Fryer. Feb. 1. Geo. Whittington, Leeds. | £250,000; and to carry forward £726,852. The dividend was at the 
Lever, ARTHUR, Moseley, Birmingham, Commercial Traveller. Jan, 27. Rooke & same rate for 1918, with appropriatio of £1,839,132, and arry for 
0. Wise & Bradley, Birmingham ward £675,098 
1, Bedford a 
: ° MAIN WiItttam Lt@eRTwoop Tootir Ir rance Lond M tt J 
, sondon Gazette rurspar é 
B ankru ptcy N otices. Broker. Jan. 9 at 2.90. Off. Rec., 124, Marl RECEIVING ORDER 
borough pl., Brighton _—— PERS 
3 ieeimees ol . 
, Ray RECEIVING ORDERS Mcsro, Kenneta J. B., Instow, Devon. Jan, 14 at 12 B on, Crince, I rridge, Lanes, Fart Preston 
Bremner London Gazette Frimay, Jan. 2 I Bankr Pe bldg Carey-st Pet Jan. 2. Ord. Jan. 2 
taBinovirz. Merrow Manctl t Jener \ ’ R Watt } 
fisurn, Jon Nartor, Blackpool Black pool Pet pe tlt :; “ - pena oa — 4 : eral bes ( . AN} A nm NEVILLE Bt John Chapel, Dur 
os Ane a Se est Bend . ; Jan 2a te ; m-st an yar Farmer Durhan Pet. Jan. 3 Ord. Jan. 3 
: ' ' : . thester )UFFIN ARTHY ottor beds > ’ echant 
Gmanp, Henny Enxsxrve, 216, Stockwell-rd High | Syxworr Epwarp. Rusper, Sussex Ja 12 at 2.90 Bedford ; +e ' ; ! 1 merete 
0, Cork-st Court. Pet. Nov. 29. Ord. Dec. 31 . 7 gat Fa 
st.. Ch ourt. - 2 = re ec. Off. Re« 12a, Marlborough-pl.. Brichton LAMYMAN Anracr, Dunston Fen, I Farmer 
» VReap fopason, ArtrHur, Halifax, Wheelwright. Halifax Trenerry. Gervase Jonw Bassert Newlyn East, Corr Horneast Pet. D 0 ) ’ 
= Pet. Dec. 30. Ord. Dec. 30 wall. Grocer n. 12 at 10.30 on r Is Lewis Davin Herst F } + ~ - - ! - 
ouse, 2 lore. S.. and M. Brarzrnsky, Red Cross-st., Furriers Princes-st Truro : j - Court. Pet. O t. 1 Or 4 : 1 ee. See 
High Court. Pet. Dec. 23. Ord. Dec. 30 a IU : : O' Matter, Horace, H aa - 1 rs 
‘** P Wexno, Kenneta J. B., Instow, Devon. High ¢ rt He . D. DIC ATIONS . Oct 0 Ord +c ee San - 
and 371, Pet. Nov. 19. Ord. Dec. 31 peson, Anruce, Maras, Wher ; Halifes. | Ber We — , 
" ‘ < rrr \ ‘ net , wdc " 
, Pucocx, Henry, Wigan, Rent Collect \ » Pet ret »D - Ord ws - > ol Artist "HI } t _ a - 
ton. If Dec’ 30. Ord. Dec. 30 | —_ S., and ¥ i Pe er at I ‘der t i ( Pet. Nov. 2. On lan. 1 
Srsvotr, Epwarp, Rusper, Sussex. Bright Pet — es Ve “. » - Ur > — . 
rren, 8/9 F Dec. 90. Ord. Dec. 30 . De = ~ ' f, ; FIRST MEETINGS 
. Amended Notice substituted for that published in EACOCK ENRY ran, Rent ¢ t J I Barrow, Henry Uxbrid Munition W lan. 
- London Gazette of Oct 31 me -- Cos. See. SS ws 16, Bedford-rovw 
1, Bristel Sevres Wrusum Erux, Leigh, Staffs Burton-on Pirie Ratra Burnley, Jew Burnley Pot Ho ) Anrucr. Halifax. W 5 t Jan. 14 at 
Trent. Pet. Oct. 1. Ord. Oct. 27 ; Oct. 16 ‘ Ord Dec. R : : 19.90. Count ( t Hon Pr tt-«t Halifax 
Amended Notice substituted for that published in t Stxwor?, Epwarp, Rusper, Suss » ton. Lewis, Davin Henst, Fulham, Antique Dealer. Jan. 1 
Queen-st London Gazette of Dec. 19 Dec. 30. Ord. Dec. 31 t 1. Bankruptey-bid Carey-st 
Tr , > r > s nes ? cir ¢ 1 
the Eovanex. Asnanam, Newport, Draper. Ns t (Mor esa rom wee : — Mrppiztow, Tuomas Etisray, Ambleside. Westmorland 
ham & Pet. Dec. 17. Ord. De 7 oie Pet a 1 oy I Printer. Jan. 14 at 11.1 or. FR 16, Corn 
‘ . nded Notice substitute for that purt l ' wallis-st Barrow-in-F f 
16, Old FIRST MEETINGS London Garette of Dk , r "8 ‘ rat 
Davies, Wientam Emmy, Leigh Staff Burt ores vouEy, Craven & 7 ee Se 
t Bastow. Joseru, Walmersicy, B G Jan. 12 , | tractor Jan, 14 at 124 2, Offn-st.. Hereford 
a at 2.30. Off. Rec., Byrom-st., Manchest Trent. Pet. Oot. 1. Ord. Dec. 1 | Moctaxy, C. H., Ivor Heath, 1 Fa Jan. 20 
Williams forts, «Witttam, Sixpenny-Handley Dorset, Be ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLED | at 12. 14, Bedford-row 
Jan. 9 at 12.30. Off. Re City-chmbrs., Catheris ons. Sypxrry Gorpox, Birmingham, M | O'Mattag, Horace, Hampst l t 12. Bas 
Essexet st.. Salisbury Silversmith Birminghan XK Nov if wr. | ruptey bid Carey-st 
: Dersecey, ARTHUR, Derby, Railway Clerk. Jan. 9 at Annul. Dec. 22, 1919 | Tare, Bern, Westminster P ne., Mue Hall 
> South 12. Off. Re« 4. Castle-pl Nottinghan ORDER ANNULLING. REVOKING, OR Artist Jan. 14 at 12. Bankrupt hides., Carev-at 
7 Grup. Hexry Exsxrve, Stockwell-rd. Jan. 13 at 1 RESCINDING ORDER | Tenner, Put Ropaary, Staines, Middix. Jnn. 13 at 
n. Denbighshire 230. 132, York-rd., Wesetmineter Pridge-rd 
| Midd!x., Farmer. Jan. 2 at 






Bankruptev-bidgs., Carey-st 







Provision Dealer. Wrexham. Ord Annul Rev Trew, Rosert Hayes 

















son, € a © :,088 - got Ae “( oe aa or Rese, May 14. Annul., Rev t Reso. Dec 0. | ume Bedford — on ee 
“= THE LICENSES AND GENERAL INSURANCE Co., Ltp. 
2 CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL for selected risks. 

FIRE, BURGLARY, LOSS OF PROFIT, EMPLOYERS’, FIDELITY, GLASS, 








MOTOR, PUBLIC LIABILITY, etc.. etc. 
























Non-Mutual except in respect of PROFITS which are distributed annually to the Policy Holders. 


THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY at 4/6 per cent. is the most complete Policy ever offered to householder. 
THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS’ POLICY Covers all Risks under One Document for One Inclusive Pren inm 


LICENSE SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS 





Suitable Clauses for Insertion in Leases and Mortgages of 


For Further Information write: 


INSU RANCE. Licensed Property settled by Counse., will te sent on application. 


24, MOORGATE ST., E.C. 2. 
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LAW FIRE — 


INSURANCE SOCIETY LIMITED, 
No. 114, Chancery Lane, London, W.C. 2. 


Fire. Personal Accident and Disease, Burglary. Fidelity Guarantee. §§$ Property Owners’ Indemnity, 
Workmen's Compensation, including Domestic Servants; [Third Party. Motor Car. Plate Glass. 


BON DS —The Directors desire to specially draw the attention of the Legal Profession to the fact that the Fidelity 
Guarantee Bonds of this Society are accepted by His Majesty’s Government and in the High Court of Justies 




















DIRECTORS— 

CHARLES PLUMPTRE JOHNSON, Esq., J.P., CHAIRMAN (formerly of Johnson, Raymond-Barker & Co., Lincoin’s Inn). 

ROMER WILLIAMS, Esq., D.L., J.P., Vice-( HAIRMAN sary of Williams & James, Norfolk House, Thames Embankment). 
ROW LAND BEEVOR, Esq.(Williams & James, Norfoik House, Thames Embankment. a. MARSH JOHNSTONE, Esq. (Rawle, Johnstone & Co.), Bedford Row. 
GEKORGE FRANCIS BLRNEY, Eaq. (Corseilis & berney) Lincoln's Inn Fields. DIL CK STUART MO Ca fea. ax aa Se 
L. C. CHOLMELEY, Esq. (Frere, Cholmeley & (0), Lincola’s Inn Fields. FREDERICK STUART MORGAN ton & Morgan), ); Street. 
EDMUND FRANCIS BL AKE CHURCH, Esq, (Church, Adams & Prior), Bedford Row RONALD PEAKE, ay ty bolitos, 2 Co.), “Bedford Ro 
HARRY M. CROOKENDEN, Esq. (Francis & Crookenden), Lincoln's Inn Fields. JOHN DOUGLAS PE 7 py an deere, Peel “y Gamlen) Oxford. 
GODFREY NIX DICKINSON, Eaq. (Bewes & Dickinson), Stonehouse. CECIL STUART BAYMOND-BARKER Esq. (Johnsom, Raymond-Barker & Gg) 


F. EB BE. FARE BROTHER, Eaq. (Fladgate & Co.) Pal! Mall } Lincolns’ Inn. 
¢ J. E. W. RIDER, Esq. (Rider, Heaton, Meredith & Mills), Lincoln's Inn. 


oa LEtEVERE FARRER, Req. (Farrer & Co.), Lincoin’s Inn Fields, 
K. & FREELAND, Esq. (Nicholson, Patterson & Freeland), Queen Anne's (iate, GEORGE L. 81 ‘EW ART, Esq. (Lee & Pembertons), Lincoln's Inn Fields. 
West minster. | MICHAEL FORBES TWEEOIR, Bes. (A. F. & R. W. Tweedie), Lincoln's Inn Fields 
Cc. W. GRAHAM, Esq, (Lawrence, Graham & Co.), Lincoln's Inn HERBERT NEVILL WALFORD, Esq. (Walfords), Bolton Street, Piccadilly. 
W, A. T. HALLOWES, Eaq. (Hallowes & Carter), Bedfor! Row. W. MELMOTH WALTERS, Esq (Walters & Co.) Lincoln's Inn, 
EDWIN HART, eq. (Budd, Brodie & Hart), Bedford Row Sir HENRY ARTHUR WHITE, C.V.O.(A. & H. White). Great Marlborough Strest 
EK, CARLETUN-HOLMES, Esq, (formerly of Carleton-Hoimes, Fell & Wale), Bedford ARTHUR C. — Esq. (Hurch, Whitehead & Davidsons) Bolton 
Street, Piccadi! 
E. TREVOR LL WILLIAMS, Esq., J.P., Pinesfield, Rickmansworth. 


Row 
FRANCIS REGINALD JAMES, Esq, (Gwynne James & Son), Hereford. 





ASSISTANT SECRETARIES { GRORGE , oe. SECRETARY—E. T. OWEN LEGGATT. 
the Legal Profes INVITES 


This Society, consequent on its close connection with, and opgepmiens’ experience of the requirements 
APPLICATIONS FOR AGENCIES FROM SOLICITORS, T0 WHOM IT 1S ABLE 10 OFFER SPECIAL SAC ILITICS tor the transaction Insurance 
business on the most favourable terms. It enjoys the highest reputation tor prompt and liberal settlement of claims. Prospectuses — Proposal 
Perms and full information may be had at the Society's Office, he business of Se Society is confined to the United Kingdom, and the security 
offered te the Pelicy Holders is unsurpassed by any of the leading Insurance Com 





RISE IN VALUES. 


SPINK & SON Lt. 


Diamond and Pear! Merchants and Medallists to His Majesty by Appointment, 
16, 17, & 18, Piccadilly, London, W. 1, & 6, Hing Street, St. James’, S.W, 1, 


beg to intimate they value JEWELS, PLATE, and EFFECTS of deceased 


estates at most moderate terms. 

A thoroughly competent staff for this purpose is always available for 
any part of the United Kingdom. 

Duplicate or triplicate inventories always supplied. Promptitude and 


accuracy guaranteed. 


SPECIAL NOTICE. 
TO THE LEGAL PROFESSION, EXECUTORS, & OTHERS. 


In cases where it becomes necessary, or it is preferred to dispose of 
goods by Public Auction, SPINK & SON Lr. have had for many years a 
Special D-partment for cataloguing and protecting goods for public sale, The 
charge for this service, which includes expert listing, valuing, auctioneers 
charges, and arranging large or small consignments for sale in the best 
roums in London, is 5 per cent. inclusive. 








SPINK & SON Ltd. Diamond Merchants and Royal Medallists by Appointment. "72" 




















